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| "wot te Jabits conducive to. our 18 | (| Hag. i 
neſs 3 and the Halen of the Chriſtian Doctrines 
ads with an invaluable 
Trealvts of uſeful Knowledg 5 
Real Knowledge i is e by al 
| Propoſitions as convey Ideas, and lay a founda- 


tion for 4 rational A Undoubte 
re is no o Ita, t ere can be no = 

8 Aſenting to  notbing | is the very fan 

not aſſenting. . We.aflent as far as ouf 1oeas. reach, ME 
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is allerted in that Pt ropoſit I cale 

he can give no aſſent to it, more 1 this; 

That it is true in ſo ſenſe or other, or that 

ſomething ſhould be believed, if he underſtood 

what: which is not aſlenting to that Propo- 
ſition, brit to another; namely, that tobate uei 

Soripturè aſſerts is true, ur the like. See Dr: 

W-—d's Def. p. 310. 

Are there none among us Cheittians, 3 

out of a miſguided Zeal for Gud and his Re- 

velation, mightily decry the uſe of Reaſon in 

Religion, as not being its proper Province? 

Nay, are there none, who ſeem to glory in 

putting their Reaſon to the ſtretch; ahd who 

labour to raiſe themſelves to ſuch a pitch of 

Faith, as to make the Incredibility of a Doc- 

trine the very ground of their believing 1 it? 1 

don't ſo much wonder at this Conduct in the 

common People, the vilis Plebecula——qu ue 

uicquid non intelligit, plus miratur. But tis 
really aſtoniſhing to find Learned Men guilty 
of this Aﬀectation of advancing F aith on the 
ruins of common Senſe. 

CTrucifixus eft Dei Filius: not puder, 1 
pudendum eff. Et mortuus eft Dei Filius: pror- 
fuss credibile gt, quia ineptum eff.” Et fepultus 

reſurrexit: certum eſt, quia impoſſil bile eft. Tiers © 

tullian. de Carne Chriſti. c. 5. p. 300 (Ge <] 

Reaſon is the inſeparable 5 well as'pecu liar | 

Glory of a reaſonable Being, and was not « 3 

ſigned, like our Cloaths, to be put on and © 

18 occaſion ui ; but v was aße 11 r 


I | tive Sentence our Reaſon bas nothing to. 'do, but 


eile, as te a epi eint ſhould 4 
act reaſonably; and of conſequence, not only 
in civil Affairs, which are of leſs Importance; 
but more eſpecially i in religious Concerns,” which 
are of infinitely greater Moment. 
"I allow the Deference that Rea ſon owes to 
Revelation. Mbere God doth interpoſe a di. 


70 attend and ſubmit '; no Right to vote,” no Ei. 
tence to debate the Matter; its Duty rs to liſten 
A and approve whatever God ſpeaketh, 0 read 
ſubſeribe to whatever be writeth; &c. See 
this and more to the ſame excellent Purpo ſe, 
expreſſed in the nervous Words of Pr. Barrow, 
| 70 30. p. 47 Ip REL QULTIIEGTG SIDE . 
But nerwithftarding this Conceffion; Mey 
Reaſon acts in Character, when it humbly en- 
deavours to find out God's Mind 'expreſs d in 
Scri pture-Words, andexamines human Forms 
of Expreſſion by facted ones, Which are the 
proper F Teſt an Standard of revealed x th q. 
This Diſcourſe is called, an r Ejſay, 
cauſe, ſhould it be thou ght by 2 54 5 
To ons to fall ſhort of a rity Malene De- 
monſtration, J hope it has ſo much the Air of 
rg as to bid — it, Ame to deſerve the Title 
an boar it, as ing in it the force 
of a 2 of: And N ſometimes in 
Moral Prob, — an irreſiſtible Strength 
: A hort of the ſtricteſt Demonſtration. 
Ther A yy not f of- ſtrict 


. ee we 


Ces 1905 e Ki comm 
ſhould. ſeriguſſy m the leaſt 4 


them. dee Dr. Mes x 
I won't /ay this Proof 5 
to bear me 1 in calling. 5 1101 
erſtandingo my Ren = 15 — 
| Fore o of ir, the wy Theught N 


neh AA ns ee R 
des, a8 eve 70 Parcht 18 aÞt * en 
eis d. in favopr of his own ce tever 
my own Opinion of this Perfor ce 
T1 would not dogmatically 115 
nonſtration, till it has Fs i 
many more Foppe en Ju 
more competent, ſay y. For 21 
ſuperior Senſe, ua. rler = 40 8 
in its favour. . 0 f 
By De f alien o. mean, # 
ſoning, beginning from omg. 
4 ee pres, Fi ＋ 
_Jeend! PIECE UNS, or Clo 
8 25 des. 175 fare K. ur Goj 
for ef, P. 1 


. (The Foros 0 5 
gerte +. 
Docs 11 pe, er. 
e 


2 


expreſſly gives the Father, Son, and Holy S 


# —— non eſſen . ö Pas 
tre, licet ſeripta, &c. A 
I am not 60 0 


% | * 


As for the word Trinity, 
it; becauſe tis an unſcriptural one, and, ag f 
45 5 knows unknown to the Church for neat 5 
200 Years. It can't be proved that any Writer - 
before Theophilus Antiorhenus (about A. D. 180. 


the name of Trinity. See Dr. W=——— % 
Def. p. 449. However, ſince the Chriſtian 
Church has been in poſſelon of the Word e- 
ver fince, 1 don't reje it; eſpecially as n 
Objection can be raiſed againſt it, from its Ob. 
ſcurity: for, as Archbiſhop Tillefor fays, 2 
| Trinityts nothing bus Three of any de te e Tz 
Serm. 48. p. 493. So a Trinity ons is 
no more than three Perſons. And the —_ 
ſignifies the three. Perſons. 
. Give me leave to add whin the Calchened 
Calvin ſays, Ep. ad Polonos, p. 59 1. Ed. Am. 
 Buicquid blaterent virulentæ Lingus, in bac 
F ide, | fi de Trinitate} acquie/tere ſemper tu. 
tumerit : Sicuti utile quogue ſpinofis multis qua. 
. fionibus anſam præcidere, ſmulpue ſuperjedere- 
, formulis loguendi vel nimium afperis, vel a 
Scripturæ uſu rematis. Precatio vulgo trita gi, 
2 Trinitas unus Deus miſerere noſtri, ibi 
non placet, ac omnino Bar bariem ſapit. 
3th reſpect to the uſe of the word Perſon, 
he > Rad may conſider how far St. Auſtin | 
ſpeaks the Sentiments of ſome modern Writers. -1 
De Trin. * ool. 594. B. Ed. Ante. 
8 8 . | 2 


©. * q 
3 

* 
5 : ——— 


. 
— * ie 


„ The PREFACE. : 
Revera enim cum Pater non fit. Filius, & Filtus. 
non fit Pater, et Spiritus Sanctus nec Pater it 
nec Filius, tres utique ſunt —Tamen cum ques 
ritur quid tres, magna prorſus inopia buma- 
num laborat Eloquium. Dictum eft tamen tres 
Perſonæ, non ut illud diceretur, ſed ne tace- 
retur. See alſo, l. 7. c. 6. col. 610. F. Cur 
ergo non hæc tria ſimul unam Perſonam dicimus, 

cut unam Eſſentiam, et unum Deum, ſed tres 
dicimus Perſonas, cum tres Deos aut tres Eſſen- 
tias non dicamus, niſi quia volumus vel unum © 
aliquod vocabulum. fervire buic ſigniſicationi, qua 
intelligitur Trinitas, ne omnino taceremus in- 
terrogati quid tres, cum tres effei fateremur? . 
Theſe Paſſages of St. Auſtin put me in mind 
of what Dr. „V Serm. I. p. 26. charges 
ſome of his Chriſtian Brethren with, tho' he 
would do well to confider whether the Charge 
might not, with equal Juſtice at leaſt, be re, 
torted on himſelf. And fince our Adverſaries 
themſeFves, ſays the Doctor, appear to be very 
fenſitle——that they are forced, rather to ſay any 
thing, however flight or trifling, than to be 
wholly ſilent : This alone is a ſtrong Preſumpy 
tion on our fide of the Queſtion, where the” Solu- 
tron is ſa eaſy and natural, and intirely confiftent 
with our other Priuciplos. gt 8. RP” 7 3. 
lam by no means inviolably attached to the 
Fathers, heirher do I pay them @ mo? religious 
Regard and Veneration, and therefore caution 

my Readers againſt taking my Quotations from 
them, or modern Divines, as Authorities or 
Proofs, Na, all the Fathers together are 75 i 


2 > 0 
. v ” 7 
* * —— 2 * 0 oy 


<a at . 
CAO ne 4 6s NO: IVE 
— WF wx Ic. - foes . , RY 
— een RRC IT — 
. 


* # 


7 


The PREFACE 


2 valuable or ſo credible, as. any ohe —4 
ſpired Writer. I build no Article of Faith up” | 
on the Fathers, but upon Scripture alone, 
See Bp. Bull Def. Fid. Nic. P. 246. Ed. 
Lond. A. D. 172 1. Dr. W———d Def. p. 

271, 459. Pref. p. 6. 2d Def. p. 207, 488. 


Citations from the Ancients or Moderns are 


intended as Teſimonies of Writers of more 


early or later date; or elle as Conceſſh ons of o- 
| thers, who in the main are in a different way 
of thinking from my ſelf. And theſe Conceſ-: 
fions I lay the more ſtreſs upon, foraſmuch 
as Writers upon controverſial Points ſeldom. 
make more Conceffions in favour of any Opi- 
nion different from their own, than the Weight 
of Truth and Reaſon neceſſarily extorts from 
them. See Dr. Clarke s bn to Mr. ſw, 
P- 4, 5. | | 

nes . 18. p- 7 18 A. Bene ft genus | 
probationis, quod etiam ab Adverſario ſumitur, 
| - veritas etiam ab . 0 inimicis veritarts . 

The F SOR as well As 1 Moderns n 
times make uſe of ſuch Expreſſions as would 
become the Pens of their Antagoniſts, rather 
than their own. Such Expreffrons ſhow plain- 
ly how eaſy and natural that Notion muſt be 
allowed to be, which an Author could not 10 
bear expreſſing. clearly and diſtinctly; 5 
when at the ſame time, perhaps, heaxasaboct =; 
to affirm, and endeavoured! to prove, ſome- 
— not * py _ it. See Dr. 
Yo B „ The 


Subject, and avoided all Harangues or Ad- 


The Reader will fee. I have kept cloſe to my 
dreſſes to the Paſſions of thoſe that differ from 


me. I have not run from the Point in que- 


ſtion, ſcreening my ſelf under general and am- 
biguous Terms, inſinuating what I will not 


ſay, and ſaying what I cannot prove. Dr. 


poſed my Arguments in their native Force, and 


am heartily deſirous, others, who are different - 


to promote their own Sentiments. It is un- 
generous and mean in any Cauſe, (in this, it 
is impious) not to ſuffer all that can juſtly be 


pleaded on the oppoſite ſide to appear in its 


full Light and Strength. Serm. VIII. p. 335. 
In ſhort, in this Performance my Conſcience 


bears me witneſs, that I have proceeded always 


* 


very (as Arcbbiſhop Tilin expreſſes it, vol. I. 
Pf. leſere Serm. 49. p. 503;) is ſeldom known | 


_ afterwards. I hope I am duly ſenſible of the 


with this Conſideration, that I am to give a 
moſt ſtrict Account of every Line, and Word, 
that paſſeth under my Pen: and therefore have 
been preciſely careful for the Matter of my 


Book to defend Truth only, and only by Truth. 


Chillingworth. Pref. p. 2.8. 4. 
A man that has -once-drawn-Blibod in Contro- 


ever perfectly to recover his own. good Temper 


Danger, and have been ſufficiently upon my 


* 
- 


guard, -endeavouring to promote the Truth | 
with a Chriſtian Temper. I would punctually 
obſerve the Golden Rule in my Conduct toward 


my 


The PREFACE. - xii 


my Chriſtian Brethren, whoſe involuntary Er- 

rors I look on rather as their Misfortune than 
their Crime: and therefore think it my Duty, 
rather to pity and pray for them as miſled into 
Error, than cenſure and condemn them as wil- 
fully departing from the Truth. 


10 conclude, I would not be ud 
by any thing ſaid in this Diſcourſe, to charge 

W the Trinitarians with profeſſing to believe a 
Propoſition, which they ſee to be abſurd in it 
ſelf, or derogatory from the Honour of the Fa- 
ther in its Conſequences. No, I am perſuaded 
an ardent Love to their dying Redeemer puts 
many of them on 1 m to an Equa- 


lity with the Peerleſs Majeſty of his God and 


Father. Neither do I doubt, but their grate- 


ful Piety to their Saviour will be rewarded with 
the diſcovery of many important Truths, When 
they arrive at that bleſſed Place, where all thoſe 
Controverſies in Religion, which are now ſo hot- 
ly agitated, will be finally determined ; not as we 
endeavour to end them now, by Canons and 
Decrees; but by a perfect Knowledge and con- 
vincing Light. Archbiſtiop Tillotſon, Vol. I. 
Serm. VIII. p. 82. There they ſhall be tau ght, 
(perhaps by Chriſt himſelf, whom they aasee 
what is the Honour 3 to F h 
Son, and Holy Spirit. 1 | „ 
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DEMONSTRATION 


OF THE 


Sc ripture e 


— HE Scripture ſpeaks of 3 Per- 
"Ya. ſons as more immediately concern d 
in the important Affair of our Sal- 


vation. N 4 


1 are ſtiled by the facred Writers, the 
i * key and. 1 the 1 a Mat. 


all dre of but whether — to 2 
of the Perſons, or common to i | of them, 
adbuc ſub judice lis off 35 
One while we are taught, that i in Strictneſs | 
the one God is the whole Panty. Dr. W-—d's 


Serm. IV. p. 142. and yet p. 145, we hear, 


that as the word Man ſometimes ſtands for We 


whole Species; ſometimes indefinitely for any 
Individual of the Species, without determining 
which; and ſometimes for this or that parti- 
cular Man: ſo by way of Analogy, or imper- 
fect Reſemblance, the word may ſome- 
times ſignify all the Divine Fe ae 
apy Ferſon of the Thtee indefinitely, without 
212 which; and ſometimes one par- 
ticular Perſon, either Father, Son, or Holy 
Ghoſt. 

Another while we are oh that Ged, in 
Scri pture-Lan uage, does not ſig nify the . 
nity; but the yr /t "Perſon of the Trinity viz. the 
Father, Dr. Clarke Script, Dot. par. 2d. 
$- TI p. 347- 

Deſign being to preſent the Reader with 
the wer pture-Hoclrine of the Trinity,  Efhalf 
endeavour to prove from Holy Writ, that 

We Father, the Son, and the Holy Spi 


three di Nine, Pal, of « which the PFarher ah : 


is God. 
But before I proceed to che Proof, en c 


leave to premiſe a few Definitions and Ariomt, 


2 that ſo the AT 2 I oe uſe of may. . 


EK Saves Tann, v. 


be rightly underſtood, and the chief Prin oy ples 
3 f 80 ren Oy be Or. aſcertaingdl 25 7 


DEFINITION * 


5 the word God I mean, a Pirie PI 0a 


of all poſſible Perf in. 
Agreeably to this Definition, Dr. W ied, 26 


on: . 7 


SY 


$2 


Def. p. 170, fays, God ſignifies, or denotes 


= ab/olute Fe that is poſſeſ d of 
e Perfetfion—is God; alf that Gad in, God 
in the 1 and fulleſt. TELE ha Ow NS 


"By: a Pebfattion 1 mean, ch a Que b 
608 a Being, 
Excellent, or ufeful than it would. be. withour 
LL 
N Or: in 
which, when piedicated of ally one, render: 
him the-Obje& of a reaſonable Eſtenm and Lewes 
and furniſhes him with a WD 1 778 

refs and Uſefolnefs. - : bo 

= Now E lay, bb fucks Perfobliond ars by | 
in God; for He poſſeſſes alb of them :: 

where they are cap able of Degrees, He enjoys 

them in the higheſt poſſible Degree Tig 1 

add, beetuſe 66 drorte of Perfection dem- 


pared with one infiniteby greater, van ines ard 
aberibetl 


loſes: its name; and ſhoot ĩt he juſthy 
to God would argue bim ip ; 2nd kon- 


_ ſequently net God. For the mob effemial 


that He id & 


Notion men Rave of Go 185 


« 
. - : 
- * 
wa . 
i 2 
3X 'F: =. 
- * 
5 


poſſeſs d of ity peas... vr 


>the "AE Perla is that, 


Li ii — ; that SA abs woe 


oc 


18 A Demonſtration of 
Archbiſhop Tillotſon, Vol. I. p. 491. The 
Scripture-Idea of God (ſays Dr. „ —4, 
Serm. I. p. 35.) carries with it, in its firſt and 
moſt natural Conception, all that 1s 9 
Great, or Excellent. 


From the foregoing Defivition 1 we > may draw 
the following Corollaries. 
C ono I. I. If God be poſſeſd d of all Per- 
fections, He is Selfexiſtent. 
To be Selſgexiſtent is to exiſt neceſſarily, in- 
dependently, and eternally. 

Eternity is allow'd by Dr. W— | wel Def, | 

p. 122. in ſound Reaſoning to infer or imply 
neceſſary Exiſtence ; and I humbly think Nece/- 
Jary Exiſtence implies Independeney in diſtinet 
intelligent Beings. 

A Neceſſary, Independent Being is property 
what we term Unoriginate. He therefore, that 
objects againſt this Corollary; muſt deny, that 
God is eternal; and aſſert, that He is a Aeg 
Being; or maintain, that it is not mote excel. 
lent to be Unoriginate and without Beginning, 
than to be Derived, and of a limited Duration. 

Limited I mean at preſent, 4 Parte ante, as the 
Divines ſpeak. 

If God be Self-exiſtent, all his Perfections 
muſt be as abſolutely underived as his Exiſtence. 
For as the Exiſtence ſo muſt the Perfections be. 

To conclude, If God be Self- exiſtent, what 
judgment muſt we form of that extraordinary 
"Expreſſion in Lactantius Div. Inſt. l. 1. c. 7. 

P-. 32. Ed. Ox.“ Alius nos edidit; alius in- 
Siruxit : Deus ha fe fecit. : Self 


The ScrieTURR-TrINITY, 19 
Self. exiſtence can never ſignify a Thing's 
bringing it ſelf into Being; for that would im- 
ply Exiſtence before it was ſuppoſed to exiſt. 
Well may Dr. /-——d look on this as a crude 
Expreſſion, and call it range Divinity, and 
the Author of it à Nœvice. 2d Def. p. 120. 


Coko I. II. From the abſolute perfection 


of the Deity, or God, follows his Simplicity. 
Any manner of Compoſition (lays Nr. Clarke) 
nin oppoſition to the moſt perfect Simplicity, 


ſignifies Difference and Diverſity in the Manner 
of Exiſtence ; which is inconſiſtent with Ve- 
ceſſity. Dem. of B. and A. of God, Prop. VI. p. 43. 
Novatian. c. 6. p- 710. B. Non enim habet- | 
in fe diverſitatem ſui quicquid eſt ſimple. 
uod enim immortale (not mortale) eſt, quieguid 
eft, illud ipſum unum et ſimplex et ſemper eft. 
This Perfection of Simplicity is admitted by 
all Chriſtians in the general; but the thinking 
Men of each Party would do well to conſider, 
how they can reconcile their particular Schemes 
to this unconteſted Attribute of the Deity, | 


CoRoLL, III. Since God is abſolutely pers 
fect, he is the Firft Cauſe of the Univerſe. 
The Conſequence is evident, if it be a great- 
er Perfection to be the Firſt, than to be a Se- 
cCond Cauſe. ©: 4. 3-4 a 

Fuſt. Mart. in anſwer to the Queſtion, ©cop 
Je ou li xaras; lays, Ta xale ta U Y eu- 
rot ce EY0V, XALTOU e,ẽ1 TACL TOS , «they, 

Tovlo n tw o Otos. Dial. p. 143. Ed. Wirib. 
{8 | Ou” Since 


$ „ — „ 

Since there can bly be but one Fir 
Cauſe, when any other Being is repreſented in 
Scripture, as the Author or Cauſe of the Uni- 
verſe, He can be but a Secondary Author or _ 
Cauſe of all things; whilſt the incommunica- 
ble Honour of being the firſt Cauſe or n 
Author is reſerved to God only... 


n If God be poeled of « all * 
higheſt poſſible Perfections, He is the Univer- 
ſal 1 Supreme Governor. 

If God be the Original Author of all reaſo- 
nable Beings, his Dominion muſt needs be as 
extenſive, as that Exiſtence He tommunicated 
to them, that is, it muſt be Univerſal, and no 
one Perſon can be exempted from his Juriſ- 
diction. 

Full to this purpoſe are the words of Clem, 
Alex. Strom. l. 6. p. 689. D. Ed. Par. Kay 
Hel art pn Garai Oy avai Toy K vpror Icy. 
euloleus de Azyw Tor Rp rar ron, ouSevos 
uT0AeTojatvou xala efaipeciv. | 

Since the divine Government is Univerſal, 
every other Being is ſubject to its Authority; 
therefore no one can be Co-ordinate with God 
in the Government of the Univerſe ; for ſuch 
a Being would be an Exception to, and con- 

fequently deſtroy, the Univerſality 'of the Di- 
vine Sway. Hence God is a Supreme as well 
as Univerſal Ruler; conſequently, whatever 
other Being, ſpoken of in Seripture as having 
Authority over the Univerſe, can be only à 
5 ubordinate Ruler, Co-ordination being aa 

al 


the Scnirrönz-Tainrrr. =: 


| really nth with * e 
as Sybordjnation.. 2 . 


Conor L. v. All Inferiority i is | inconſiſtent 
with ſtrict and proper Godhead, | 
The reaſon is, becauſe every Inferiar wants 


2 | that Perfection, or that degree of Perfection, 
which conſtitutes another his Superior. But 
=—_ God poſſeſſes every Perfection in the AY 
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Hence, whoever ſhall be. proved in any re- 
. inferior to another, can't be allow d to 
be God; becauſe God muſt needs be ſuperior to 


All in every valuable Qualification. 


ic negue Deus, neque mag nus Rex dici 


Tren. c. Hær. l. 4. c. 2. 1 N 5. 4 229. Ed. Be. 
nedict. 8 ſo habet 


aliquem ſuperiorem 


Tertull. adv. Marcion. I. 1. c. 6. p- 368. D. 


Nga Deum, quem credis deteriorem: nega 2 - 


n credis minorem. 


' CoroLL. VI. If God's PerfeRions are the 
higheſt poſſible, both in Kind and Degree ; it 
follows, that the Honour we pay him muſt 
be the higheſt poſſible too. For Honour bears 
proportion to the mntrinfic Excellency of the 
Odject or Ground of it, See Dr. 4. 
Def. p. 277. and Serm. Prof. p. 47. 

To whomſoever therefore we juſtly pay in- 
ferior Honour, that Perſon can't be God; for 
inferior Honour implies inferior Perſections, 


and inferior Pon are not the higheſt 
potible 


Hitherto | 


22 A Demonſtration o 


Hitherto the word God has been uſed in the 


ftri and proper Senſe, to denote the All.per- 
felt Spirit, the Firft Cauſe, and Supreme Go- 


vernor. But it muſt be granted the Scripture _ 


uſes it ſometimes more laxly, and applies it to 
other Beings on account of ſomewhat in which 
they reſemble the Divine Being. 
80 rn are called Gods. . x*cvii. 7. 
Hebr. i. 6 
and Magifrate, Pſ. baxii. 5 bo * 
Joh. x. 


and even Heathen Il Jer, xXx. 11.— 


x Cor. viii. 


Dr. Clarke has od (Reply) p. 290.) that 


the word God in Scripture is always a relative 


word of Office, ſignifying Dominion, Dignity, 


or Government, dee P. 284, and Script. Dedir. 


p. 264. 


Herein 5 is countenanced by the Fews, 
who ſuppoſe the word God DIR to denote | 


Dominion and Authority. 

Raſhi ad Gen. ii. 5. ſays Jehovah, mw, was 
his Name, but He is called God, mD. be- 
cauſe he i 18 Wu and 1 Ruler and Judge o- 
yeriall, - 

Again, ad Gen. vi. 1. He ſays, Ged i in 


Scripture always fignifies Dominion, WW, in 
proof of which he alledges Ex. iv. 16. where 


he explains 275% by 27 and nw. 


See him alſo in Ex. vii. 1. 72, xxiv. 19. an. 


alſo P/al.xlv. 7.—lvii. 12. 
Conſult alſo * on Ex. xxi. 6 Ni. 


28. 2098 
| Dr. 


1 


tbe Scxmrung-TAxrrr. 23 


r. Vaterland, og, the other hand, thinks 
a al the Fathers believed God to be a word. 
denoting Subſtance not Dominion ow * 

p. 84. 
* Tertullian riod” 440. Herm. c. 3. p- 234. | 


1 B. diſtinguiſhes between Deus and Dominus, 


and refers the former to Subftance and the lat- 


ter to Power or Authority. Dei nomen dici- 


3 uus, fays he, ſemper fuiſſe apud ſeipſum, et in 


E 22 Dominum vero non ſe 9 arverſa enim 
nutriuſaue conditio. Deus ju Hantiæ ipfius no- 


nien, id eſt Divinitatis; Dominus vero non ſub- 


Fantiæ ſed poteſtatis— Ac exinde Dominus, qui 
retro Deus tantum, ex quo habuit cujus eſſet. 
Nam Deus ſibi erat, rebus autem unc 4 ous 
= cum et Dominus. 

However the above mention Dr. Dif. 


= p-. 53. allows ſomething relative in the whole 


Idea of God; namely the Notion of Governor, 
Protector, &c. which is the plain reaſon why 
the relative Terms may Propel be * to 
the word Gd. | 

As I take it, God denotes Hin, * is the 
Sover eign or King over all, and ſometimes 
connotes. his regal Authority, and ſometimes 
not. Juſt as the word King among us. 

When I fay, We King was crowned, and 
ahi feated on his Throne ſigned fuch and fuch 
Bills or made a Speech, the King iſſued out a 
Proclamation, &c. Here the Royal Auth ority, 


and the 1. 5 an Enfigns of "FROM are ex- 
preſſed. 
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22 A Demonſtration bf 5 


Hitherto the word God has been uſed in the 
strict and proper Senſe, to denote the 3 


fett Spirit, the Firft Cauſe, and Supreme Go. 
ver nnr. But it muſt be granted the Scripture 
uſes it ſometimes more laxly, and applies it to 


other Beings on account of ſomewhat 1 in which 
they reſemble the Divine Being. 

So 3 are called Gods. £f. xcvii. 7.— 
Hebr. i. 6 


Joh. x. 3 
and even Heathen 22 Jer. x. 1 1.— 
x Cor. viii. 5. 
Dr. Clarke has aff (Reply, p. 290.) that 


the word God in Scripture is akoays a relative 


word of Office, ſignifying Dominion, Dignity, 


or Government. See p. 284, and Script. Doctr. 


p- 264. 


Dominion and Authority. 

Raſbi ad Gen. ii. 5. ſays Jehovah, n., was 
his Name, but He is called God, mD, be- 
cauſe he 1 18 Wu and DW Ruler and Fudge o- 


ver all. 


Again, ad Gen. vi. 1. He ys, Ged in 
Scripture always ſignifies Dominion, Ny, in 
proof of which he alledges Ex. iv. 16. where 


he explains e by 27 and . 


See him alſo in Ex. vii. 1. To xxiv. 19. 28 ; 


alſo P/al.xlv. 7.—lviii. 12. 


-onſult alſo Onkelos on Ex. XX1, 6 —XXii, . 


28. 1857 


Dr, 


and Magifraes, Pf. Ixxxii. 1, 6, ä 


Herein he is countenanced by the Fe eas, 
who ſuppoſe the word God DIR to denote, £ 


L 


—_—_— 
1 

3 

* 
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Dr. Vaterland, og, the other hand, thinks 
that all the Fathers believed God to be a word 
* Subſtance not Dominion 9738 
= Tertullian indeed 40. Hern. ci. 3. p. 234. 
W B. diſtinguiſhes between Deus and Dominus, 
and refers the former to Subſtance and the lat 
ter to Power or Authority, Dei nomen dici- 
us, fays he, ſemper fuiſſe apud feipſum, et in 
„idle, Dominum vero non je 77 1 drverſa enim 
; | utriuſque conditio. Deus fu frantic Tpfis 710= 
= en, id eſt Divinitatis; Dominus vero non ſubs 


| fantie ſed poteſtatis— Ac exinde Domi 72 


retro Deus tantum, ex quo habuit Cujus eſſet. 
Nam Deus ior erat, rebus autem tune; eus 
cum et Dominus. 

However the above ctientionh# Dr. Def. 
p. 53. allows ſomething relative in the whole 
= [dea of God; namely the Notion of Governor, 
Protector, &c. which is the plain reaſon why 

the relative Terms nne properiye be * to 
the word Gol. | 

As I take it, God dendtes Him, wh is the 
Sovereign or King over all, and ſometimes 
connotes his regal Authority, and ſometimes 
not. Juſt as the word King among us. Ut 

When I fay, ' The King was crowned, and 
wii ſeated on his Throne ſigned fuch. and fuch 
Bills or made a Speech, the King iſſued out a 
Proclamation, &c. Here the Royal Authority, 


and the 3. $a N of e are ex- 
Preſſed. 


= 3 7 
* 2 
\ A 
2 * 
„ 
As 


. .- Demonſtration of 


But when 1 ſay, The King 2s Father 6 f * 

| many Children, ar the King went a hunting fach 
a day, &c. Here no Regal Act or Prerogative 
is mentioned, but ſomething in common to 


him with other Men. In this caſe, T cas on- 


ly mean, The Perſon, who is King, is Father, 
Se. or did 2 an Action. : 
To apply Royal Authority ſeems prin- 

cipally e Th, cut. xxvi. 17, 18. Thou 
gc avouched Fehovah this day to be thy God 
and Febovab hath avouched thee this day to be i 

his 3 People. ver. 19. an a Wenn = 
umo Fehovab thy God. = 

But not ſo in ſuch Texts as follow, leſt we 
ſeem to make Identical Propoſitions of them. 

1 Sam. xii. 12. I ſaid wito me Samuel; 
Nay but a King Hall reign over in, when Febo- ö 
vah your God wns your King, 

P/al. xlvii. 7. For o _ Kingof all th 


Earth, &e. 
Kriv. 12. Fog, God is any King of ol, 
working Sa 84 Bat ion, & cr. 


Fhere are other Texts where the Expliſh I 
word God, ftanding oppoſed to Man, may 
ſeem to exclude al} peculiar eas te no 


nion. 


Num. Xl. 19. Ood is rot a Man, Bat be 


Joould lye, nor a Son of Man, that he ſhould T 
Exel. xxviii. . But thou (the Prince of 


Halt bea Man, and not a God iu the band 2 
chats POR thee. : : 
0% Xi. 3. For f am a God and not a Mary 
the : Holy-One| in me midſt of thee, * 
pes 


2 


W ſons exiſting, over whom this Authority is ex- 


be no King, as where there ate no Children 
tere can be no Father: ) So the firſt Cauſe of 
all things could not properly be ſtiled God be- 
HF fore the Creation. 772 
SS Tertullian, whodiſtinguiſhes between Deus 
and Dominus, might fay, adv, Herm. c. 3. p. 
234. C. Sic & Dominus non ante ea quorum 
Dominus ewiſteret, ſed Dominus tantum futurus. 
HS guandogue, ſicut Pater per Filium— ita et Do- 


tur, gue utrumque nomen ei diſtinxit, et ſuo tem- 
Pore oſtendit. Nam Deus quidem quod erat ſem- 


nuſquam adbuc Dominus. At ubi uni verſa per- 
Fecit, ipſiumque vel maxime hominem, qui pruprie 


Rom. xvi. 26. The everlaſting Gad, and could 


. * 
* 

. A 4 
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- But in theſe 3 laſt cited Texts the original 
word for God is not ET „&, but ö 
II God be of the ſame import with King or 
Ruler, then as the latter Terms ſuppoſe Per- 


erciſed; (for where are no Subjects, there can 


minus per ea, que ſi ſervitura feciſet. And a 
little afi ter, N. avit er. Sc riptura nobis patrocina- 


per, flatim nominat : In e fecit Deus, 
&c. ac deinceps guamdiu faciebat quorum Do- 
minus futurus erat, Deus ſolummodo ponit. Ef 
dixit Deus, et fecit Deus, et vidit Deus, et 


Dominum intellecturus erat, Dominus etiam 
cum ,ͤ ⁰v = 
But does not the Scripture apply the term 
God to the ſupreme Being with reſpect to paſt 
Duration, even before the Creation, I xl. 28. 


the Word in this relative Acceptatian of it be 


„ . — of 


applicable! to Hirn W the pen of his : 
Subjects? 
| Tanſwer, hy can't he Supreme Being s 
called the Erernal Goùi as well as Eternal Ring 
1 Tim. i. 15? How could He be Ning before 
the Creatiqn any more than Gad, which, an 
this Hypotheſis, ſignifies N m?? 
But Becauſe BaomAgs ‚ο D 1 FIG * 
. May, I don't ſay; m, be render'd' King 
of the Ages, I add, that when the Divine Be- 
ing is ſtiled the Bverindl God, the Meaning 
may be; that the Supreme Monarch of the 
Univerſe was an All- perfect Being from eyers 
laſting, even before the Creation, at which re. 
mar kable Period He commenced King or (565 
 wernar. . 

So much for the relative den 66 the 
word God. And to conclude this Digreſſion, 
I query, what Idea had Eujebrus affix d to the 
word @yas? De Erl. Theol. I. 3. c. 16. p. 187. 
D. Toy d Okos (c. TaTepa) eowwYar irang ty 
Teo, ws Oo eroneobyſe waiguriioralovyla b 
#ulois, x41 Tala Hs yer-utevor. TWy wer Yap 

bt Osco lns. Twd's B. Twy Y elspoy 7H 
17 wy Ge . pows ©2965, reis e U lo Verkees 48a 
TE XC Oey c rail eolos ain | 


e 1 et us proceed to 


| DEFINITION it, 


an | Peryfn fn an AW ent, or 1 
bellgent @ 285 Being. e : 
This 


— 


F 7 FF +80 WS WY 


UT wm VE -/ 


the GonrnPi VaB-Ts 29. 
This Definition ixapproved of by Dr. Clarke, | 


N Script, Dactr. p. 219. 
Perhaps others may prefer Dr. W, aterlepd's 


W Definition of a Perſon; or a ſingle Perſon, wiz: 
= 4: intelligent Agent, having the giſti nbtive Chas 
= 7s of I, Thou, He ; aud not divided ar dis 


P 7 


Atinguiſbed into more intelligent Agents e 


of the jame Characters, 2d Def. p. 366. 
All Beings We know of are divided into Mat: 


3 ter and Spirit. Matter! is allowed to he unin- 
aallisent and inaftive ; it follows thergfare that 
every Perſen is à Spirit. 


do that Perſon and Feige, are aot copvertible 
Terms bot Benſon an intel gent. actiye Being. | 


Cage LL. L "9 one ass ang 


one Will conſtitute one Perſon, three Under- 
ſtandings and three Wills conſtitute three Per- 
ſons. (1 

If therefore he Father, the For, and. the 
Holy Sßhirit thall | hereafter be proved to have 
each of them an Underſtanding ak TWill d 
ſtin&t from the other Te, it will 19935 be 
1 Ber gre Wee te &rfons, | in the Eos of 
finition. ee 


Conor. H. Sines every 2 245 an Un- 
derſtandigg an 19 Will, and fince ch. 1 1 gr 
ing Characteriſtics of a Perfon are | D. 


5 ing and Will too; it follows that every Spirit 
e 3.06 © before Saas that GY 92 


don is 4 Spitit. 
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Conor. III. If God be a pre, Be is 5 
Perſon. | 5 

Agreeably e Mr. Mede Gys, All men. 
by God do underſtand fome Perſon, or a living 7 


and reaſonable Eſſence. Dije. 36. p. 191. 


Pon cha IV. From the Simplicity of God 
it follows, that He is but one Perſon. 

For if God be three intelligent Agents, as 
He certainly is, if each divine Perſon be an in- 
dividual intelligent Agent, Dr. W——#d Def. 
p. 350, He muſt be a compounded Being; un- 
leſs a Compoſitum of three Perſons be as ſimple, 


as any one of its Conſtituents, each of which 


is An to be a Perſon, or intelligent Agent. | 


DEFINITION 1 
A Man is a Body, of ſuch a determi nate Shahe 


as we commonly call a Human Body, ani mated 
by a Spirit. 
T bo the external Form of Man be not ex 
actly ſettled, yet we underſtand one another 
when we ſpeak of the Shape of a human Body. 
Dr. Burl. Serm. ad. p. 27. 
Full to my purpoſe is Dr. Watts Logic, 
Part J. Ch. 6. 5. 0. p. 109. ' Man is uſually de- 


He EE i +. fined 


/ 


« of The common u Definition of Man, viz. a ltd Animil, 
is very faulty —2. Becauſe if a Spirit ſhould be united to a Hor * 
and make it a rational Being, ſurely this would not be a Man:? 
it is evident therefore that the peculiar Shape muſt enter into the 0 
3 of a Man to render i it juſt and perfect, Oc. 1 


.. Bs 


the Scxryrurs-TrmITY. © 29 
fined a rational Animal: But it may be much 
better to define him @ Spirit united to an Ani- 
mal of ſuch a Shape, or an Animal of ſuch à pe- 
culiar Shape united to a Spirit, Or a Being com- 


oeſed of fuch an Animal and a Mind. 


See alſo Mr. Locke's Ef. of Hum. Und. B. 2. 


L Ch. 27. F. 8. P- 146.—B. 4. Ch. 6. S. 1 LY p. 275. 


Cool L. I. Since a Man is a Compound of 
Body and Spirit; and fince every Spirit is a 
Perſon, it follows, that a Man may be called 2 
Peron, with reſpect to his animating Spirit; 
the Body indeed, being unintelligent and in- 
= active, can't properly come into the Idea of a 
Penn, tho it be a Conſtituent of that Compo- 
= fitum we commonly call 2 Ma. © 


Conſult Dr. M. — 2d Def. p. 367. + 


CoRoLL. II. Hence ſhould an Angel ani- 
mate a human Body, he might properly be 
ſaid to become a Man. * "= oe 

See Gen. xviii. 2, 22.—Xix. I, 10. comp. 
with Hebr. xiii. 2. _ R #037 


een III. Hence our bleſſed Lord Was 
a real Man, on ſuppoſition of his Body's being 
animated by the Logos, the immediate Former 


| of all things. 


Bp::Pearfon on the Creed, p. 159. ſays, As 
then Man con/fteth of tao different parts, Body 


and Soul, jo doth Chriſt: He aſſumed a Body, at 


his Conception, K . 5 


* * * . 
7 I * 4 4 


„ ene 
Dr. 7 — 4 ferm. VII. p. 263. The Bi- 
wine Nature, the Aoyaes, full and 2 God, 
aſſumed a Body, took F leſh upon him, or be⸗ 
came incarnate. | Z 

Who would not elde have en that 
the Biſhop and Doctor took the WORD for 
the animating Soul of Chriſt? but their Sen- 
timents were widely different. However we 
may take occaſion to obſerve how eafily Truth 
may lip from good Men's Pens, even before 
they are aware, 

One thing I can't help thing notice of by 
the way, that the Fathers, ſpeaking of our 
Lord's tranſient Aſſumption | 1 a Body in his 
Appearances to the Patriarchs, expreſs them- 
ſelves differently, from what they do, when 
1 of him, after what we now call his 

ncarnation or more ſtated Tabernachng among 
us, upon his Birth of the Virgin Mary. | 

In the former Caſe, they ſay, wpF1--Ovlor wat 
Aye xa ©805 xa K pio, axes! 1 E aud pa. 
r O vcis, Xe £1 dE arlpurev aul r 
Iæ x8 Taraioa ——and again, Ka ole Ko pios 
wy X pia“, x e beoU us UT&pXor, xat J- 
cet (MORO EY 05 dle gor ws anrnp Xa. , . | 
Ju. Mart. Dial. p. 261, 437. 

80 £uſeh. Dem. Ev. l. 5. c. 9. p. 234. P. 
erYpwrecy uro us af os Te xai . r 

ea -u geg nie, nat an Tww' vaſot ele 
weped\i\o yrapn. 
an the latter Caſe, they day, Apes ies 
ro ros. Fuſe. Mart. Apol. P. 63. Dial. P. 
284. and Homo fac tis. Iren. c. . Her. . 5. c. 18. 


| $ 3. p. 315. 1 | Pro | 
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2 cridtnty -daducibls: from un- 
2 Princip les. 85 Reaſon, or Revela- 
tion, or both, may — taken for granted by a 
W Chriſtian writing for the uſe of Chriſtibnsy 
W Such Propoſitions therefore, as well as en 
T dent one Ny" 1 include i in the . 5929 


Ax 10 M 8. 


ee FI There 5s but one G. 
This is the united Voice of Nasen Py De: 
14 Clarke Dem. B. & A. Prop, VII. P. 44. and 
of Nevuelats, 1 Tim. il. | n 1 er . 

5 45 6. elde ORE: 141 . % 13-4is +2 ot. 5 ART. FE 


-Cdroux? L Af there be but one God, e 
cs but one ſelſexiſtent Being; conlequently 
every other TY derives all it is and hae _ 


, 
/ 


God. , 

I — IL All Daten of Se "of 

g inconſiſtent with Godhead, For God-alone is 
s felf· exiſtent; conſequently no derived Perſon ' 
- can be God; . becauſe he cant be both derived 
5 and underived at one. 

| Since Creation imphes Devivarion- f Diſt» 
p God. it follows that a eee Suing can t bs 
5 7 3 

0 Agreeabiy hore Peaminion he Cried, 
bo pP. 24. ſays, . . — — 172 33 
* en eee e eee 3444 } 72 5 5 
8. iſtence ; a begotten ell 0 Ah: 
Js "Dre | | | The 
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The ſame Learned Biſhop, p. 50. ſays, that 
all Filiation infers fome kind of Produftion'; and 
conſequently . which 1 is nen 
with Self- exiſtence. 3 

Hence we learn wide! to think af that: bn! | 
conth Expreſſion of Dr. M. 4s Raw Di- 
vine, tho I believe Pious Chriſtian, Lactantius 
Div. Inſt. I. 1. c. 7. p. 32. Verum quia fleri 
non poteſt, quin id, quod fit, aliquando efſe 
c cperit: conſequens of, ut. quando nibil ante 
e lum | ſc. Deum] fuit, 11 ante omnia ex ſec | 
* 7þfo fit procreatus. oo 

God is doubtleſs Unbegotten as alk as ; Vas 
made, accordingly is ſtiled 9b by the 
F athers. 

Fuſt. Mart. Apol. I. p. 37. and Tren. Ph Hier, 
L 44 . 38. F. 1. p. 283. wh 3. {coves | as _ 


Y £10170. 


CoroLL. III. Every Perfection ee derived 
Being muſt be derived as well as its Exiſtence. 

For without doubt the Attributes are deriva- 
tive in the ſame Senſe, as the Eſſence is. * 8 
W-—d Def. p. 108. and Def. I. Cor. I. 

I add, every derived Perfection, or Attribute 
argues a derivation of Exiſtence ; for derived 
Attributes infer a derivative Perſon, juſt as un- 
derived ones imply a ſelf-exiſtent one. 

If then I prove, with reſpect to any par- 
ticular Perſon, that any one of his Powers are 
derived, I may fafely conclude Him to be a 
derivative Being; and by conſequence all wg 
en of his Powers to be derived too n 


2 
pd 
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Sanaa IV. The Divine W fol⸗ 
lows from the Unity, as well as from the 2 : 


lute Perfection of the Deity. 
For ſuppoſe two Co-ordinate Supreme Co- 


vernors, by Def. I. Cor. IV. They muſt be two 

I Gods, and yet by Ax. I. there is but one God; 
con ſequen tly one of the ſuppoſed Co-ordinates 

= muſt be not Co- ordinate, but Subordinate. 


Tertull. adv. Herm. C. 4. p. 235. A. Deum 


E 1 autem unum eſſe eportet : quia quod fummum fit, 
Deus gi: ſummum autem non erit, nift quod u- 
= cum fuerit: unicum autem ęſſe non poterit, cui 
galiquid adequabitur. 


Adv. Marc. I I. c. p 366. B. Non het 
Deus, niſi Summunz AO nec aliter Summum 
magnum, niſi parem non habens : nec aliter ow 


rem non habens, nifp unicus fuerit. 


Atm. II. The one God, properly Heading 
zs either, All three Perfons, Father, Son, and 
Holy Spirit, taken er or One only of Fog 
Perjor ſingly conſidered. 

Or in other words, The one God is Father, 


and Son, and Holy Spirit; or elſe, The one 


God is F ather, or Son, or Holy Spirit, 
Azad III. The Seripture, ien by it 2 af 


and by right Reaſon, is the only Standard or 


Rule of: Faith in Matters of pure Revelation. 
God in giving a Revelation ſuppoſes Men to 


have the uſe of N * 8 them 


0 EA 5 


—— 


* 1 ** Y } 4 — 
2 —— * pn ts * — 8 L . 
2 1 — > *K - Pats id 4 Ine 
S a 4 — =w_ 0 ——_ — — rs * * * 2 8 $4 5 - 
— - —— — bot — gs > oy — 50 2 — 1 
— —— — - — 2 — net... * 2 bs 3 o 
P - _ — — — — * 318 * [7 P - 
Ws © Sc. 4 — — - Bn A r ** * 7 
—ͤ—ͤ—— —V 2 — * > © f — — N + Wh 
pry — — — —— — a By G — — —— = 
— = — pe - — — — — + ä a EX=>= — ED a 
— = ct — — — Wy ” — — 1 I — 2 — — — 
At — - — 2 - > —— - — — — * Sts ——_—_— 
5 — — — = N — 
a — — . — — — — 
7 


to exerciſe it in explaining the ſacred Writings, 
as well is in proving their divine Authority. 
Tis Reajon the Apoſtle appeals to, I Cor. K 
75. Judge ye what I ſay. 8 

But then Reaſon is not the only help w we are 
r burel with in finding out the Senſe of Re- 
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velation, for Scripture muſt be compared with, 


and often explained by, it ſelf; and to this | 


Teſt muſt every Propoſition be brought, which 


contains a Matter err of n Neves 1 
lation. 1 


The Berwans are applanded by the Apoſtle, 


as Perſons of a Generofity of Spirit ſuperior to 
their Neighbours of Th://alonica, for thus bring- 


ing his own Diſcourſes to the T eſt of Sacred 


Writ. Ads xvii. II. 


In explaining a particular Text, regard oy 


be had, both to the Subject or Perſon ſpoken of, 


and alſo to the Context, and the whole ſtrain 
of Scripture, ſo that nothing ought to be pre- 
dicated of any Perſon inconfiſtent with the reſt 
of his Character ; 6r one Text muſt not be 
made to contradict many. 


A humble Chriſtian will come to bid: Bible 


with the Temper of a Learner, to inform his 


Judgment, and won't bring his Hypotheſis 
with him to interpret Scripture by ; for by ſo 


doing, inſtead of making the 'facred Writings 


the Rule of his Faith, he makes his own pre- 
conceived Notions the Rule of explaining 
Tbem. This is running directly counter to 
God's gracious Deſign in favouring us with that 
bleſſed Book, which is to inform our Judg- 


ments, 


# F 
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tos us 
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ments, and mend our Hearts, but not to 
ſtrengthen our apo 


c A030 IV. W ben the Signification. or Ban 
tation of a Word or Phraſe is determined in any 
| particular Text, we ought to keep to that Signi- 
| fication or Denotation, unleſs forced, by the na- 


; ure of the Subject, or —— to another. 


Thus Knowledge denotes Perſonality i in ſome 


E | Caſes; therefore it muſt be allowed to do ſo in 
2 others, unleſs a manifeſt Reaſon to the con- 


trary evidently appears, as, Jo. vii. 10.— 
H ciii. 16. Mat. vi. 3. 

Thus Maſculin Adjectives Gojieticdes prov 
perly expreſs. Perſons. So Mat. xxvii. 24. Ju- 
x45 is well tranſlated 5ſt Perſon, and 1 Cor. 


v. 13. Toynpos wicked Perſon, and Eph. v. 51 


axalepro; unclean Perſon. See what uſe Dr, 
2 makes of this Obſervation. Reply, P. 493 

C. 

Thus Perſonal Pronouns, ſometimes denpta 
real Perſons, and therefore they mutt do {6 
always, unleſs a good. Reaion can be af gef 5 
to the contrary, : 

The Pronouns, I Thou, He, My, Ec. ex- 
preſs or imply one Perſon; therefore We, Ye; 


They, Our, Your, imply more Perſons—Jobz 


xiv. 23, 27,,——Xxv1i 2 1. Rom. x. 12. For the 


ſame Perſon is Lord of * being rich, Se. Gr, 


Uros. 


4 N v. An individual Perfiffion. cant 


. be PO of two diſtinct Perſons, tho they 


Sx —- may 
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may each of them foſſeſs a Perfection of the ſame 
Name, Ex. Gr. Wiſdom. | ee 

Suppoſe A and B two diſtinct Perſons ; one 

of them, A is underived, the other B de- 
rived : The individual Wiſdom of A can't be 
predicated of B; becauſe A's Wiſdom is un- 
derived, but B's derived, by Def. I. Cor. I. and 
Ax. I. Cor. III. Now if A and B be both of Mi 
them poſſeſs d of the ſame individual Wiſdom, 

-M tub be at once both derived and underived, 
which is abſurd to aſſert of the ſame individual 
Fen. Ce 0408 

Again, Suppoſe A and B both derived Per- 

fons, I ſay the Wiſdom of A is not individually 
the ſame with that of B. for the Wiſdom of 
A may be deſtroy'd, whilſt that of B may re- 
main in its full Vigor. Now the ſame Indivi- 
dual can't be deffroy'd and yet be in full Vigor, 
that is, not de/iroy'd, at one and the ſame time. 
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CoRoLL.1. If it be proved that A and B 
have a Perfection or Power of the ſame Name; 
Ex. Gr. Wiſdom, but that of A is underived, 
and that of B is derived; and for the ſame 
Reaſon if that of A be greater in Degree, and 
that of B beleſs; we may conclude, tis only 
the fame ſpeciſical Perfection, which admits of 
different Prædicates and Degrees; and from 
thence argue them diftin Perſons. 


CoRoLL. II. If A and Bbe diſtinct Perſons, 
they can never have the ſame Numerical Per- 


ok > 
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W cifical Ouas. _—_— 


Before I proceed to the next Axiom, the 
= Reader is deſired to conſider what he can make 
of the following extraordinary Propofitions. 
Pele Powers had been equally Underived, they 

Dad not been the fame in the tuo Perſons, viz. 
Facber and Son :] But as one of the Perſons is 
derived from the other —— Both together art one 
60d And the ſame Powers are common #6 
 . Both, &c. See Dr... s 2d Def. p. 215. 

Again, The Perfectiuns of the Father and of 
the Son are equal, and the ſame in kind an 
| They are alſo the ſame in Number, zy reaſon of 
| their inſeparable Unity and Co-exiftence, © 
= The ame Powers, which are common to 
both are Equal, being both the ſame in Kind, 
= and in Number too. | 
I had hitherto thought that Equality was as IS 
really inconſiſtent with Samene/s as Inequality : 
and that no Perfections could be the ſame in 
Kind and Number at once. a 
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Ax1om VI. When a Perfection of the ſame 
Name, Ex. gr. Holineſs, is appropriated to 4 
in one Text, and aſcribed to R in another; A 
muſt not be underſtood to poſſeſs it exchufive 
of B; but only Independently; or in a pecu- 


larly high Degree: or elſe the Word is uſed in 


two Senſes. 


* 1 
Ih 


"4 
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Thus God is faid to be only Holy, Rev. xv. * ; . 


yet a Biſbop ſhould be Hol, Tit. ES. 


So, tho” Gd be the only Atororns, Jude ver. 
4. yet human Ser a have their uren I 


1 Tim, vi. 1. 
By the fame Method we may account for an 


Action appropriated to One, which in another 
place is permitted or enjoined to Another. 


So, tho' Service be appropriated to God, Mat. 


iv. 10.—1 Sam. vii. 3; yet tis allowed nay 
*tis due to Men. Ex. xx1. 2, 6,—Lev. xxv. 39; 


40 3 tho forbid to \ Heathen Deities, Deut. v. 


9. viii. 14. 


1 
9 7? 


Ax IOM VII. An Action is 4% to be pers 


formed by two Perſons, when the One does it by 
the Influence of, or by Ability, or Commiſſion res 
ceived from the Other. 


Thus we fay Sir Chri/t. Mren built St. Pauls; 


tho' the Under-Workmen laid the Materials 


tive part to raiſe that noble Pile of Building. 


So, David made him Houſes; i Chr. xv. 1. 


and Solomon made a Throne, 1 Kings x. 18. 
which They ordered others to do. 8 


When Foſeph 1 is ſaid to be the Doer of s whats 


ſoever the reſt of the Priſoners did, Gen. xxxix. 


22: that Expreſſion can only reſpect the Influ- 


ence He had over his F clow-Priſoners. | 


Ax TOM VIII Every Spirit, that animates | 
4 finite Body, muſt it 00, 4 io be finite or circum- 
feribed. L 92 


together; that is, built it. Tis enough that : 
They, each of them, contributed their reſpec- 
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Cokol L. I. Since every Man is made upof 
two finite Parts, Body and Soul, no Man can 
be God, becauſe he can't he finite ond. infinite 


nat once. 


CoRoLL. IL Since what was once en 
or Omnipreſent, can't become finite or cons, 
WW fined to any fini ite part of Space, and therefore 
cannot animate a Human Body; it is impoſs: 
= ſible for God to become a Man. 
The judicious. Reader will . the 
Difference between animating a Mais of Mat- 
r, and acting: upon it. My Soul. may act 
—_ a Ball, Ex. Gr. by putting it into re 
ſtopping its Motion, Sc. which yet it 
not animate, as It does its own F Rody. 


-&þ 


"PROPOSITION 1 
7 us Cbrift was 4 real Man, 


\H IS is ident a the Teſtimony, 
1. Of Himſelf, 1 e viii. 40. 77 ſeek to 
Lill me, a Man, who have told you the Truth. 
. of Jobn the Baptiſt, John i. 30. This is He 
. of whom Lſaid, — me uma a Man, who 
18 preferred before me. | 
3 of the Officers, __ vii. 46 Never Mn 
alte like this Man. - þ 


5 N : 5 5 
5 | 4: 


40 —— rr: 
4. of the blind Man, Jobn ix, 11. A Man, 
that is called Fejus, made clay, cc. 
$: of the incenſed Jews,” Fohn, x. 33. „ 
that Thou, being a Man,  makeſt 147 Je * 


God. | 2 
6. of the Damſel, Fobn XVIII, 17. Art not blen 
alſo one of this Man's Diſciples. 
7. of St. Peter, Mat. XNXV1. 72. I & nat know: 
the Man. 


8. of Pilate, Luke xxiii. 6.  Pilate—afted whey 
ther the Man were a Gatilean. 
9. of Agrippa, Atts xxv. 22. { would al, jo hear 
the Man my ſeſf. 
10. of St, Paul, Acts xvii. 31. He [{c. God] 
_ hath appor need a day in which he will judge the 
World in righteouſneſs by that Man, lc. Je- 


ſus Chriſt] wh he hath ordained, &c. ; 
Rom. v. 15. Much more the Grace of God, and 


the Gift of Grace, which. is by one Man ; 


Jeſus Chriſt, &c. 
1 Tim, ii. 5. For there is one Ged, add one Me- 


diator between God and Man, the Man Chriſt 

Jeſus. 

| He was indeed a Man, pointed out, as it 
were, by God to the Jews, by the Miracles, 


85 Prodigies and Signs, which God did by un I 
among them, 800 1 22 


be Savior was eſteemed hip the Firm 
real Man, Home veras et firmus, as He is ſtiled 
by Tren. c. Her. l. 5. c. 2 1. F. 2. p. 318 
1 Fal. Mart. maintained the reality of his 
Manhood. AAA“ ds dee f yo Oe 
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5 N amToFoAos Ingous. o Xeo eg, rpoſepor Ae 


Yyos , — vu de dic. be Anα los heou umep' Tau ar- 


Ppwrreov yrvous N parc ,s. Apol. p. 93. 

and p. 94. and Dial. p. 349. xai arodenxmor 
ot A Au YE α bp 0 HUN malay. 
and In ie rob ſ ol nba rahulo: 3 


es,. p. 351. 


However, this Father denied chat Nau was 


2 | arIparos £5 aber * T0 rtr rn is 
vo, yore. Dial. p. 


247. 
So Euſeb. x. Marcell. l. 2 e. K. p. 8. D. fays 
He was neither d &s x porcs e, nor ehe 
ois Acta arlpuras, cy Upwros. - or as P- 7. "Ny 
. M1 ar porros uv 12ers Ino oucs Xp. 
st. Paul ſays, Phil. ii. 7. er oε,⏑,eůbe vi ay 
5 yivopugres. and Rom. viii. 3. 0 0508 Toy t- 
* e Er a 2 ch prias. 


e If Chriſt was a real Man, He had 
a finite Body, and CORTE a finite Seal. 


see Ax. VIII. 


Hence the 0 ORD, on ſuppoſition of its 
animating our Savior' 8 human Body, muſt 
needs be Finite. 

Mat. xxvi. 11. 1+ have the Poor ahoays with 


4 you, but Je 6 Lave not Me alivays. 


 Fobn xvii. 11. And Iam no more in the World. 
When our Lord's Boar was been the WORD 
was abſent too. © 

Mat. xviii. 20. —xXXvili. 20. ſpeak not of 
our bleſſed Lord's perſonal Preſence. ' 

If then our Savior's Body and its animating 


Spirit be, each of them, finite; He can by no 
F means 


42 A Demonſtration of 
means be eee becauſe yr Finites can 
never conſtitute one Infinite. — : 
Did Fuft. Mart. eſteem Jak Chriſt Omid. 
preſent ? Dial. p. 413. Egpete 8 13 p. 
Kuplou,. ro per ert 9946 ovre [ic J. C. I 
Toy de ers ouparois UTapyprria, 0s Xa Tou me 


ns Kupiov Kupros £1v, we rar xo bee, arrios 
TE auTw Tov evai, BC. © 


But would not that noble Paſſage of Clem: 
Alex. induce one to judge Him in a different 
way of thinking? Ou yap efiqaTrai more rn 
auToU TEpiwThs 0 195 ro e ov Ee ẽðE os, ou 
*r os, ou METAPBAWVWOY EX TOIPOU ES TOFOY, 
FayTn Is wv TayToTE, uai pund\dpn wepiey opevor, 
0X05 vous, oN S TATPWOY, o OPDanrpos Tay 
r 0pwy, TAITA AXOUY, ad ut TAavT , es och. 
L 702. A. B. 

So, Jertull. adv. Prax. c. 23. p. 513. 9. 
69 Habes filium in Terris, habes patrem in Cœ- 
© lis. Non eſt ſeparatio iſta, ſed diſpoſitio 
te divina. Ceterum, ſcimus Deum etiam intra 
* Abyſlos eſſe, & ubique conſiſtere, ſed vi & 

s poteſtate. Filium quoque, ut individuum, 
cum ipſo ubique & cum fit & ubique, 
J hanc ſedem ſuam voluit pater. 
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PROPOSITION. II. 
7 2 Chrift i is a Perſon. 


* 


UR Lord was 4 1 | Prop. I. and 
therefore a Perſon. Cor. I. Def. III. 3 


Fut to be more particular; it will appear by 


5 P. pe Bäder that our Savior had the 
Jiſtinguiſhing Characteriſtics of a Perſon. 


I. His Cnderſtanding or ae bay be 
1. His n e e 


He 8 55 45 Men, and what u Was in in Man, John | 
2 24, 2 
i [He hone * Thoug bes of Men, Mat. ix. nn 


Xi, 2 S. Late vi. 8. ir. 47: John vi. 
61. N 


He knew, Mer ei given « all thing : 


into bis bangs, John xiii. 3. 25 


He knew the Father, John x. 15. Mat. xi. 27. | 


Nor does any one know the Father, but the Son, 
and He to whom the Son Wi 1 reveal him: See yh 
Orig. c. Celſ. I. 6. p- 287. ANN N T- 


05 T apices T ro rob ralpos, e 
aH rαανονοννν“νε S A AapuſtareTas. 


N. VIIWTXETUl, Seu repcos Os Tos EXAG Top 
rvois TO WYEMOVIXAV. UT aUTOY:TOU Aeyou: Xa. beo, 
duc, ode eerryihοα e Toy u, &. 
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44 Þ#$ Derionflration * ; 
Foreknowledg e is aſcribed to Him, yohn "_ i 
64. For — from tbe . 
they were that believed not, and who ſhould be. 

tray bim. Ee * e 

XVIII. 4. Sous F, knowing all things 5 
that ſbould cume upon bm. i: 
Nay Omniſcience, John xi 17. Lord, thou. 

knoweſl all things. ... 1 
When we read of Knowledge i in others (Mar, 
xxviil. 5.--Mark i. 24.—Tohn xvil. 7.) we 
on it as a Mark of Perſonality : ſo by Ax. IV. 6. 
ſhould we when it is aſcribed to Jeſus Chriſt. - 

2. His Wiſdom. © 1 
His W; dom was ſurprizing to thoſe he ang, 

Mat. xiii. 54. Mark vi. 2. 
He was filled with Wiſdom, Luke 1 ji. . | 
He is ſtiled the Viſdom of God, 1 Cor: i. 24. 
Nay in Him are hid, all the Treaſures of Wi 7 

dom and Knowledge, Col. ii. 3. 1 

. The Authority with which He ſhoke! and 
taught, ſo as to over-awe his very N 
their Emiſſaries. 

Mat. vii. 29. He taught the Peple as one 
hauing Autbondty, and not as the Scribe. 
So, the Officers, ſent by the Phariſees and 
| High- Prieſts, bring word to their Princi als, 

i Never 2 ＋ ile this Man, ks vil. 46. 
II. His ii or A gency may y beargy N 


1 Flis own Confeſſion. MN ne WM 9 
Mat. viii. 3. Twill, be — "9156 
Jobn v. 21. The Son quickeneth — Hs 270. 
Wi. 22. . 7 will, bat . g's ar rome. 
| | VE en 
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vl Futber, ul fbr thoſe, <whom' thou baſt 
gi vin te, Til Lor Lie} bat "whore * een 
; Nec. 16” 1 a han, eee Ny 28 8 CO SOL 4 
der I *xvi. 39. » Mark xiv. Fe v. 
v. d did „ 20 
2. The Teftimony of others. - „ai 
Of his own Diſciples. If thou 2 bt e 
ere three. pros e, Mat. xvii. 4. Xi. 
* Luke ix. 54. Lord. wilt thou that due 
command Fire to came down from: Heaven? 
Of the Leper, Mat. viii. 2 Tord er Wilt, 
thou Wu make me clean. VI.» us 
When we read of > 2 others (Mat: 1. 
19.—XxX. 3z.—Xxxvil. 1 K Xv. I 5.— 
Luke iv. 6.) who denies 4 proper Perionality ? 
When we read of a Choice in Mer. Hebr. 
xi. 2 5.— of a Deſire in St. Paul. Phil: i. 23. 
who thinks of any thipg leſs than ſome what 
Perfonal ? and why not in Jeſus when He ſo 
ear neſily dęſired to eat the Paſſover with 115 8 
ciples? Luke xxii. 15. See Axiom TV. 
III. He diſcovet'dithe- Afectuons of Of: "62 
Love. Lo Lazarus, John xi. 36---To Fobn | 
as is ſuppoſed,” John xxi. 20—mxx.,2,—xiii. 
2 $-—To his Diſciples in general, John NM. 9. 
—To,his' Faber, Fehn Tv. 9.0 7 
. Soprow,' or Grief, Mat. xxvi.-38:. My Soul ts 
2 excedding ſorrowful, even unto Death, ' 
Anger mixt with Grief, Mark iii. & And 
hen He had loke# round about on them with 


3 rrievedyfor the e herding of thei 
Hearts, : &6. | W WA Sy 0 E ef on A 
i t 


8 
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46. Demomſtratiom 


And yet Glem. Alex. pronpunoes our Lord 
free from human Paſſions. Pæd. p. 80. A. E- 
oH os o TizsSaywyos 1 nu —TOTATplL eurau;. 
To Ow, od Tep's7v yos AIXutpTTOS, GVETIANEG- 
Ws, xc analy; Y Vun Oeos ev avpwrov.ogu-r 
Hari, aq Pav T0, @erpixu lugar Piexovcs, No- 
708, Ocos, o ev r 2e 0.5% n ou warpos, 
Guy X08 TW,TYWACTI r a 0 
WEPEATEOY '8E0jrotovy THY Br GAA 0 kev, aano” 
Aus eig re warren av I men. 
IV. Perſonal Pronouns, Are: MPs ta Jeſus N 
Chriſt. Ax. V. AD 

Exewes. Fobn i. 18 alc 28. AUTOS. Jobe „ 
27.— il. 12 3 — Jobn xviii. 5. 
See Dr. W. -d Serm. I. p. II. The. FN 
os obſerves, &c. as alſo Lale de Eccl. * 0 
. 3. c. 2. Pp. 175. D. 5 
V. Perjonali iy is implied in ithe Terms, it 
Savier, Luke ii. 1 0 v. 81. Nc 4 
Mediator, 1 Tim. ii. 5. 93 \ oro 
Advocate, 1 John ii. 1. = | ale 
Son. Our Savior is the Son of God, Late i p "WE 
and declared to be fo with Power, or by a 
Miracle, Rom. i. 4.—He is a beloved Son, 
Mat. iii. 17.—80n of the Living God, Alte | 
xvi. 16 on of the oniy trut Gag 
vii. 1, 3. The only begotten Son of 5 
Jobm i. 14.—ili. 1 3.— The Firſt- born or 

Firſt. 8 Rom. viii. 29. Hebr. i. 6. 
There is no real Inconſiſtency between: the: 
Titles of Only-begotten, woroyerns, and Firſt 
begotten, ple o. See Tertull. adv. Prax. 
C.7. p. 503. C. Exinde eum parem fibi . 


3 0 


OR 5 BARS rv. 5 


a quo proce end, filius fattiis of; Pr imogenitus, 
ut ante ommin gemiten giet Unigenitus, ut  folus 
ex Deo genitus': proprie de vulvn curdis ipſius, 
crane quod et Pater ipſe teftatur,; Erattevi 
cor meum ſenmonem optimum. '; bi 5 
To conclude, Did not Jeſus Chriſt dene all 
things, Col. i. T6. and ſhall He, that gave 
Men and Angels their rational Powers, not be 


himſelf a rational Being, or in other warda. 4 
Pon * | 


7 o/c Chr i is but . ; 


H E R E are . very pious Chriſtians, 
who maintain that our bleſſed Lord was 
a Compound Perſon, conſiſting of the Logos, the 
Soul, and the Body. Dr. W- 
p. 367. But I think, it is evident from Holy 
Writ, that our Savior was and i is, a Compound 
of no more than one ſingle intelligent Agent or 
Spirit, and a human Body. a) 

Now I. The Scripture no where afferts two. 
intelligent Agents in Chriſt Jeſus. If it does, 
let the Text or Texts be produced, and a due 
Submiſſion ſhall be paid 
II. Nor doth it ſuppoſe ſuch a thing, by lay- 
ing down what implies it. For one intelligent 
4 Agra! is ſufficient to account for every thing 


aid | 


—d's 2d Def, © 


ww - os Demonſtration of 


faid of the bleſſed Jeſus, either before the Ote- 
ation, before his Incarnation, during his Abode 
on Earth, or after bis Aloenſion, even to his 
ſecond Coming. 5 
Our Lord, übte doubt, exiſted before his 
Birth of the Virgin Mar 2 5 
He was before John Bop ip, 2 Job. 1. 1. 
He that cometh as me is preferred before me, 
or He was before me. Bp. Pearſon on K e Creel, 
110. 
. He was before Abrabam, John viii. 58. B. 
fore Abraham was, I am, [or Was. | See the 
ſame Learned Biſhop, p. 116, T1. ;- 1 
He was before the Flood, on ſuppoſition of 
Bp. Pearſor's Expoſition of 1 Per. iii. 18, being 
the true one. op the Creed, p.112, 113. 
He was before the Creatiau. For all things 
were made by Him, Jobn i. 3.—By Him God : 
made the Worlds, Hebr. i. 2.— By Him were 
all things created, that are in Heaven, Sc. Col. 
A 16, % ö 
Ia this Ante-mundane State of his, He had 
Glory with the Father, which he prays to be 
reſtored unto after his Exit out of this World, 
John Xvii. 5. 
Novatian argues his Pre-exiſtence from his 
Enjoy ment of this Glory. C. 24. p. 723. A. Nec 
enim habuiſſet gloriam, niſi ipſe prius fie, quz 
gloriam foſſet tenere. Nemo enim haber aliquid 
poterit, 17 ; ante itfe Juerit, que” aliquia't tenet, 
Kkc. 


* Again, the bine Jeſus, WDO for” var fakes 


[appeared in ſo Poor and mean a Condition, had 
as - . 


| the ScnrradacFatitnr, 49 
wa ins prior State of his Exiſtence,. Rich. 


2 Cor. vill. 9. 
Again, the ſame Jeſs; who bad been . 
in the Form of a God, Phil. ii. 6, 7. i. e. had ap- 
== in the Guiſe and Character of a God, as 
perſonating Deity, and ſpeaking in the Firſt 
Perſon; afterward, Nie He tabernacled a- 
mong Men, appeared in the Form of a Ser- 
vant, viz. of God, profeſſing himſelf to be 
commiſſioned by the F ather, and ſpeaking not 
of Himſelf; but as the Father directed ens to 
ſpeak, alm xii. 4 LE 
This Senſe of the Form ne, 1 am 
ſo happy as to find confirmed by Dr. 4, 
Serm. V. p. il. and Dr. Owen, Hebe. v. f. 
55 Ratet us trace our bleſſed Sie theo the 
ſeveral States of his Exiſtence, and ſee whether 
the Scripture gives the leaſt hint of any more 
than one intelligent Ae in the Perſon called 
Jeſus. 
1. We learn from Jab i 14. that theWORD 
| became Fleſh, that it became a Man. For ſo | | 
the word re ſignifies in the New Teſtament, 
| Mat. xxiv. 22:———Luke iii. e Jubn xv. 
. 2. li. 17. — &. 
| The ſame Perſon that had formerly y gone 
under the Denomination of — Lagas or 
WORD; afterward went under 7e of 4 
Mun. 5 1 COL, 
Agroeably hereto Yap. Mart. Dial. b. 363. 
ee Na oller, Nef 
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evlov Ao s, xa Juvepus YO N W 


Avbpwros-==yevoperos &c. 
Now the WORD became 4 Man by ani- 
mating that Body, which God had prepared 


for him, Hebr. x. 5. or in other words, by par- 5 


taking of Fleſh and Blood, Hebr. ii. 14. or again, 
by coming: in the Fleſh, 1 John iv. 2, 3. or as 
Dr. 1 —4 expreſſes it, Serm. VII. p- 263. 
The — 4 Body, took fie ſh po bim, 
or became Incarnate. 

If the WORD by aſſuming a buman Body 
became a real Man, Def, III. Cor. III. and was 
hereby qualified for the diſcharge of whatever 
the Father had appointed him to do in the Ca- 


pacity of the Savior of the World, what need 2 


we ſuppoſe another Spirit, called a human Soul, 7 
of which the Scripture is wholly filent ? 
Called, I ſay, a human Soul, by which really 
nothing ought to be meant, but a Spirit ani» 
gating a human Body. 
Io conclude this Head, The ſame aus 
that dwelt among us, came drown from Heaven, 
John iii. 13. This Deſcent from Heaven can't 
reſpect the Body, which was of an Earthly Ex- 
tract, being bor of the Virgin; and ſince the 
- Scripture never ſpeaks of two Spirits, which to- 
gether A he human Body of Jeſus, it 
muſt be underſtood of the V OR B. 

2. Tis certain from the Goſpel· Hiſtory, 
or the ſame Perſon, that was born of the 
Virgin, after a Life of Subjection and Suffer- 
ings, died at ſeruſalem. So that the WORD 
was. the very * (rmps) which Jeſus gave 


up, 


+ ww 


up, Fobn xix. 30. haviag recommended it to 
his Father, Lake xxiii. — L n! 


The ſame Perſon that del, agin, 
* aſcended up into Hea yen. 


He was known after his Reſurrectlon by his 
Diſciples, John xx. 20, 25, 28. and aſcended 
in view of ſeveral of his Followers, Ads i. 3, 9, 
10, 11. And whither did he aſcend, but to the 
Place where he had been before, Jobn vi. 625 
The ſame Perſon, that deſcended, [afterwards 
aſcended far above all Heavens, Epb. iv. 10. 
. The ſame Perſon that aſcended, Was ex 

alted to the right Hand of God, Acts it, 33.— 
v. 31. Nom. viii. 34. There, where He was 
placed by God himtelt, Eph. i. 20. is he repre« 
ſented. fatting; Col. iii. 1. er was he. ſeen 
ſtanding, Acts vii. . f 
5. The ſame Perſon remains in . e for 

a Determinate Seaſon, As iii. 21. at the end 
of which He hall return, Acls i. 11, without a 
Sin- offering, Heli ix. 28. agreeably to the Ex- 
pectation of his faithful People, Phil. iii. 20. 
1 7 i. 10. 2 Bm. iv. 8. Tit. ii. iz 
So that the Creator of the World became 4 
real Man, lived on Earth, died, roſe again, aſ- 
cended i into Heaven, and hall — to Judg- N 
ment 1 Te 100 53 121. „ b9 3. + 4 N 
See Fn Ca Her. I. 3. 9 yy 859. p. 20%. 
Conant: unum eum, et qui natusieſt, el qui paſ- 
Jus eſt, Chriſtum Feſum novit Apoſtolus— Hunc 
eundem qui apprehenſus, et paſſus ęſt qui etiam 
reſurrexit et aſſumptus eft in Cæ los. Unus ef 
* * J. Filius Dei, gui per paſ- 
G 2 fionent 


52 


ſuunem dernier; 7205. Dea ef 2 e 
tuis, qui eft in Dextern. Patris, 1 
Tertull auu. Prax. c. 30. p. 1 C. D. Fi. 
lius igitur et ky; et reſuſcitatur a Parre, 5 
ſecundum. Stropturas. Filius aſcendit in ſupe- 
reora cmlorum, qui et A Kendit 3 in interiora territe 
hic ſedet ad dexterum Patris Hic et venturus 


2 rurſus Juper nabes cli, rali, qualis et Hen. 1 


ka. Scripture repreſents our bledied San 3 
vior as conſtituted of a Body and one Spirit, 4 
that is, asoze Perſon, "0 
Nu. Whether thoſe, that ſuppoſe Reese Jeſus Gh 
to confiſt of the WORD, the human Soul, and 
the Body, do not in reality Ake him #200 Per 
fans, whilſt in words they call him Oze? For 5 
is not the WORD one Perſon, and 4 is. not the, 
human-Soul another? | 4 | 


n l Hende i it 8 dhatlc our ee f : 


animated by the WORD. 
Now I have proved e before was only 
Suppoſed. Def. III. Op: III. T2 E 


Cokox z. II. If Chridt leds be bees 1 
fin then whatever is aſſerted of him in & | 
ture muſt be ſoexplained as to agree with 110 1 
Character as Man; otherwiſe we ſhall make 


Scripture inconſiſtent v with ho vos nta K 
Ae. Il. 1 : Fe , ; 4 W310 4-3 
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wasa real Man, confticuted of a human n Body 2 


the 
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* E Perſonal y of the Holy Spire 1s 
208" His r n 2G: 
ii. 11. No one knoweth the things of Gal, except 
the Spirit of God. The Apoſtle in the former 
part of the Verſe, had compared the Spirit of 
God to to that Spirit, vhich being in — doth 
ſearch and diſcern" his intrard Counſels and 
Purpoſes, hut the Spirit of Man, fps Bar- 
row, is à ſubſtantial thing; wherefore tis inti- 
mated, ſays he, that —ů the Spi- 
| rit of God is ſuch a Being. Serm. 34. Vol. 2. 
p. 457. agrecably to his Definition of Perſon, 


Þ. $50. Wx. 4 OO ; fubfiftent, intellefGual Be- 


U. His Will 2 er. il. 11. Bur oll thee 
things that one and the felj-jame Spirit. | 
arviding to every one ſeverally as He wills. 

8⁰ Orig. Ten 16. P. 288. aſeribes to Him 


III. The Aſor bf ſuch an dada | 
as imply Perſonality : for Actions certainly im- 
ply Agents, _ rational ane 1 cacio- 
nal A its. 2 N Ps SY Bin 
N leis by 181 Ut; ig . | 


f 4 % ; * of 


* . ir Perſon. he 
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Ts His Calling and Sending ſome Perſons in 


diſtinEtion fr Om others, imply Will and Choice. . 
AFs xiii. 2. be Holy Spirit ſaid, ſeparate 


me Barnabas and Saul, for the ork to . 1 | 


have called them, GWS. 3 
To which I add His for bedding: the Diſciples 9 


ito eie the Word in Aha, Acts xvi. 6. 


2. His teaching the Diſciples, and bringing 
mportant Facts and Doctrines 0 their remem- 
— John xiv. 26. He ball teach you all 


things, and bring all things to your WN 
WHICH I have ſaid unto y. g 


3. His conducting and Nil alin into : 
Truth and inthe Courſe of the Chriſtian Life. 
Fobn xvi. 13. When He the Spirit of Ti Futh 


is come, he will guide you into all Truth. 


Kom. viii. 14. For as many at are led [or 14 
ducted] by the PEE 97 God, os hey a are e the Sons 


of Gaal How 
. His witneſſing to Chriſt, Fobn xv. 26. and 


with the Spirit of the Saints, Rom. viii. 16. 


5. His officzatimg as Paraclete or Advocate, 


John xiv. 16, 26. 1 will pray the Father and 


He vill ſend you another Advocate But the 
Advocate, the Holy n was oi you 5 


all things. 
6. He is faid to ſpeak. and bear: to ſpeak 


what he hears, John xvi. 13. To ſpeak.in the 
Saints, Mat. x. 20. I ſuppoſe by teaching 


them what they were to 92 Luke xii. 12. See 


Acls x. 19.— ili. 2. 2 N. 
7. He may be grieved ad wn I Ixiii. 
I9. Eph. iv. 30. 1 underſtand this laſt — 

„ Text 


the Scr rURE-TRINNrfrT7. 53 

Text of the Holy Spirit, not as St. Auſtin, of 
the Apoſtles , or Saints, contra Serm. Arian. 
Vol. 8. col. 454. C. after quoting the Text, He 

adds, Hoc eft, Nolite nos | ſc. Apoſtolos aut Sanc- 
tos] contriſtare, * i ſecundum Spiritum Dei 


contriftamur. ex vobis. See allo Val. 3 Col. 12 5. | 
E. 


If Love of the Spirit, Rom. xv. 30. doth not 
mean Love to the Spirit, the Paſſion of wer 18 
aſcribed to Him. As alſo, 9125 

8. The Exerciſe of Power, Rom. xv. 1 
Thro mighty + and 1. onders 6y the Power 7 

the Spirit of God. A 


IV. Perſaniah Wn: made aſs of i in ik: 7 

ing of Him, denote a proper Perſonality... 

Ex Dr. Barrow obſerves, Serm. 34. 
p. 451. chat the Holy Scripture ſpeaking of the 
Holy Ghoſt, purpoſely and carefully (as it were) 
doth accommodatethe Article agreeing to a Per- 
ſon: Not it, but He is the Article commonly 
aſſign d to the Spirit; and that with marks of 
doing it ſtudiouſly. Oræ- Ai exavos, To r 
ua Ty arnlazs. John xvi. 13. When be (in the 

M, aſculin Gender) comes, the Spirit of Truth 
(in the Neuter,}5 &c. See Joln xiv. 26. xv. 
26. 

Avtes. John; xvi. 7. E Ze Filed wilt not 
come, but if T _ I will ſend Him (avlor) 
unto ou. 

Oude. 1 Cor. ii. 11. The fame Doclor ob- 

aarven, Ta Tov beοο οο s ode (none, in the Maſ- 


culin Gender _ knoweth the things of Ga 
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751 the Spirit of God) why, hea: Leiter F 


= 


6 &c. when ſpeaking of the lame Perſon. So, 1 


36 H Den 


of Grammar, ſhould the Stile be ſo 
or inflected, but to inſinuate 2 


Spirit's Perſonality ? Þ, 943-57 by „ 
If it be objected that en C is not always Per- iT 


ſonal, ſee Jobm xii. 48. Janſwer, Exayos is here 


(FJobn xvi. 13. Neuf with a Noun in the 
Neuter Gender, reun˙αν, which Conſtruction 


plainly implies Perſonality. Juſt like Gal. iv. 


19. Texric—owui—udryo. Not but that ſome- 


times regard is had to the Gender of the Noun. 


* : 


obn xv. 20. »© flapax Rn los, 6 Oy ——T0 Tirguge 


Ye Xiv. 17. 


V. Surely He, who is — 
ſtiled the Spirit, muſt n or 


Perſon. 
See Max. iv. 1.--- Mark i i. 10.--- A; viii. 29. 


Avi. 7 —1 Cor. ii. 10. 


Perhaps ſeveral of the Texts I * brought 


in proof of the Perſonality of the Spirit, may be 


referred, by ſome of my Readers, to His extra- a 


ordinary Gifts; thoſe Texts to be ſure muſt 


be taken off from the Evidenoe by ſuch Readers, 
who muſt impartially . the ae . 
Proof. 1 
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PROPOSITION v. 
The Father of Fe 2 cb ira Por 


4. H Is Propoſition 1 apprehend to be of 


de laſt Importance, for on the Truth * 
it epends all Religion. If the Father be not 


a Perſon, or intelligent Being, He never ex- 


hibited any Revelation, nor exerciſes any Pro- 
vidence, He is no Lawgiver, and we are not 
accountable to him for our Conduct, nor in 


danger of any-Puniſhment for our Mifpcha- 


vior 5 


The Per, ſonalityof theFather is critent from 


the 1 g Conſiderations. 
I. The two diſtinguiſhing Characteriſtics of 


a Perſon, vis. Underſtanding and Will are * 


ſeribed m Scripture to the Famer. 0 
1. Dadenſtanding or Knowlec | 
John x. 14, 15. Tam. the g 7 She bherd, 
know. my Sheep, and am known of mine, a the 

| Father 4 me, and 1 knew the Father. 
Luke x. 22. No. one knoweth. who the Som it, 
but the. Father, Here is Knowledge pro- 


priated. 


Nay the«Forelnowledee of an Event remar- 


able for its Importance, viz. the Future Tudg- 
ment, is appropriated to Him, Mat. 5 . 
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a - Demonfleation of < 

not the Ang els of Heaven, but my Father only. 
Even-to [28 expreſs Excluſion of the Son from 
a Participation of that Knowledge. See Mark 
X11. 32. But of that Day and Hour reds, no 
one; neither the Angels that are in Heaven, nor 
the Son, but the Father. FEA 

Bat farther, the Father i is N iſ. Noe Wit 

dom is Knowledge in an advanced degree 


Rom. xi. 33. O the depth of the 'riches-both * | 


the Wiſdom and Knowledge of God How An- 
fearchable are his Fudgments and untraceable his 
oays His W 7Jaom 7s manifold or multiform, 


TAuTonunos. Epb. ili. 10. Nay, the Father 
is the only wiſe God. Rom. xvi. 27. OnlyWife, 


as being the F ountain of Wiſdom to every other 


Being, even of thoſe Treaſures of Wiſdom and 
Knowledge, WICH are bid in Chr 2. . On 

ii. 

| The Father will bis Bertie proved, e 
pendently of this Paragraph, to be the God 
fpoken of above. 

To conclude this Head, The F athes | is 4d 
to have taught his Sofi Jeſus, Jobn vili. 28. 
Now could He communicate Knowledge to. ſo 
knowing a Being as our bleſſed Lord, who had 


owe? ? Or could what was not a Perſon hays 5 


any Knowledge ? a \ . 

2. Will Aulribed to che e 2 en ee 

Mat. vi. 10. Thy Will be done; namely, ths. | 
Will of the Chriſtians: Father, Who is alſo 
Chriſt's, Jobn xx. 157, % 27: 10% lan 

Mat. xxvi. 39. O my | Father (lays Cheiſt)— 
not as Twill, but as to) ſcomilt—ver, 42. Thy 
Will be done... A. 


eee. 99 
Acts xkii. 14. We Gbd of aur Pathers hath tho- 
fon thee, that 400 Spouldeſe know his- Will. (Io 

See alſo, Epb. i. 3, 11.9 Heb. ii. 3, 4. —Tili. 
20, 21. New. iv. 11. Behy Wall: they exiſt 
and _ N Ty render 4 Se * 2 bl * 


to Fob 1 97 e 2 Wr N en 
II. he po ri Aribes to the; F ather 
what implies Perſonality. * #4) 


re Sundry Affections. . N. VK Alo + 
Love, and Hatred, John) xiv. 2 1. He that 
loveth ne you " loved by wh Father. "SO. 
23-1 vgs WD . b t ii 2 

Rom. * 23 3. Fach 3 2. hbved, bait Eſau 
have I hated. Theſe words are quoted from 
Mal. i. 3. Where Je hovah the God of the Jews, 

and F ather of Cheſt, (Fobn viii. 840 4s intro 
duced jpeiking, yer. 2. e it 

by and Wrath are abGribed to Cad. who 
ſhall be afterwatd- proved to be the Father of 
Chriſt, ahn iii. 36. 1 Rom ix, 22. Hebe dit, 
II, —iv. 3. Rev. xix. 157. 

— Tho'.Aﬀe#ions when applied to the. Father 
are not to be underſtood properly or groſlly 
(ſee NMoval ian. c. 5. p. 709. C.) as they ate to 
be found in Men; That would argue Imper- 
fection, which is infinitely removed from Him; 
yet ſince there is no Medium between an intel- 
ligent and an unintelligent Being, it is eafy to 
ſee the Scripture deſigned, by theſe, Ways. of 
ſpeaking, to repreſent the Father, as dl | 8 
mer, rather than the latter of theſe. 17. 673TH] 
in 6 ee H2 1 To 


„ 


* 


To this pur ,ofe may be. applied the words 
of Dr. = "Mw? Serm. VII. p. 266. Our 


| bleſſed Savior, Healing of his Father---is pleaſed- 


fo take up with ſuch Expreſſions as are of common - 
uſe with us: but they are io be ſoberly Interprotedy,. 


fuitably to the Dignity of the Subjett. 


2. Is not Perſonality, that is, Intelligence and 
Agency implied in . Tenns e and | 


God? 


John xx. 17. My Father and; your Father, F 
my Gad and your Cd. 
Mat. xxii. 32. Jam the Gedof Abraham, G68. : 


(ARs iii. 13.) God is not:the God of the dead bus 


of the living. Now as the Father of Jeſus Chriſt. 


Is 4 Gad of the living; ſo He muſt needs be a 


Living Intelligent, Active God. For to be 2 
Gad to any Perſons is to employ intelligent ac- 


tive Powers for their Benefit, which can e 


be don by a Perſon, 


Don't Authorit * ;Ndtive,. 
41 the being the Fi — Lug others,. +7 
imply Perſonality? 
| Zehovabh is our Judge, 7 chovah is dur Lau- 
2 Febovab is our King, If. xxxili. 22. 
Forgiveneſs is aſcribed to Him, Luke xxiii... 


34. Father, forgive them ; of they know not ; 
<obat they 8 


| Fudgment is committed by im to the Son, 
Fohn v. 22. The Father judgeth no one, out hath 


committed all Fuagment to the Son. 


Surely preſcribing Laws to, governing, and 155 
paſſing ent on incelligent Beings muſt im- 


9 Ss * 


th Sour; 


pl Intelligen ace and Reaſoning Powers inHito . 

85 hom theſe n on; 
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II. The A pplication of Perſonal Pronouns ; 
to the Father, argues his Perſonality; | 

_ Fobn v 19, 3 29. vil. 2 

Allos, Jobn xiv, [0,—v.:20, "Hay: I 


111. 1 "a 


Fach, Ne vii. TY | Fails, Fob Ve 26. 


1 v. The Seript ture re repreſents the Father a. as 
42 Bowe... Nowa pi irit is a ee "DY: I. 
E T0: | 

John iv. 24. God i: is a + Spirit, cont they thar : 
worſhip him, &. God in this Context refers to 
the Father of Jeſus Chriſt; becauſe He, that 
is ſpoken of as the Object of Worſhip, is the 

ſame that was worſhipped at Feruſalem, ver. 
20, 21. viz. the God of the Jews, and the Fa- 
ther of Jeſus Chriſt, Jobn viii. 54. As ii. 13. 
— to fay that Bad is a Spie is the ſame 
as to fay, the Father is a Spirit, that is a Per- 
ſon. 

1 ſhall conclude this Propoſition with the 
words of Dr. —-g4, Def. p. 3 50. Each 
divine Perſon (therefore the Father, who is the 
Firſt Perſon) 16 an individual intelligent Agent. 
We ſee then, that Father, Son, and Holy 
Spirit, have each of them the CharaReriſtics of 

à Perſon aſcribed to them in Scripture, as alſo 
ſeveral things which ſuppoſe or imply Perſo- 


5 "ey? therefore each of them is a Perſon. 


J Con- | 
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Doibgiendy the Father together: with the Son; 5 
and Holy Spirit are three Perſons. Def. H. 
I. 

But as the Scripture When it ſpeaks of any 
one of theſe glorious Perſons fit Nc. aſſerts or 1 5 
ſuppoſes his Perſonality ; ; ſo when it treats of 
them together it aſſerts or ſuppaity; them Diez 
ftintt Perſons. 

Agreeably to this AB p. Tillotſon, vol. I. Ser. 
48. p. 493. allows that the Spirit of God in 
Scripture hath thought fit, in ſpeaking of theſe 
Three, to diſtinguiſh them from one another, 
as we uſe in common Speech to ditt 

three ſeveral Perſons. 

And Dr. Waterland, Ser me, VIII. p. 287. 
ſpeaks of the Obligation. the World lay under 
to three Perſons of high Character and Diſtinc- 
tion, and related to each other, called by the 
Names of Father, Son, and Holy S 
Would any one think the Doctor could juſtly 
apply the term related to thay Perſons ics t 
ſtinct than three F- 


24 * 


1 Sent rb er v. | 63 


PROPOSITION VL 


rift : is a diſtin 7 ron 7 
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HI Sis: deans in | Wards by Dr. 1 —4 
Serm. I. p. 29. where he allows; St. 
Yah, by telling us that One was with the Other, | 
had ſufficiently, ed that hrs: are not the 
ame Perfon.” 
And p. 4. He charges the Sabellions with . 
nying the Ace to be any real or ſubſtantial 
Thing, diſtin Am the Perſon of God the Fa- ; 
ther. 
Again, De p 8. the ſame e Gent. 
allows it very — that the Peron gf the Fa- 
ther is there (John xvii. 3. 1 Cor. viii. 6. Eph. 
iv. 6.) diſtinguiſbed from the Perſon of the Son; 
becauſe they are diſtinctly named. To which tine 
Doctor might have added, not only. diſtinctly 
named; but named with peculiar diſtinguiſh- 
ing Characters, which i is a E Circum- 
ſtances. 4 101K va 9127 
The Reader will SY hug! by the way; 
os Doctor has furniſhed us with? a good Ar- 
gument from Seripture in favor of :the diſtinck 
Perſonality of the Father and Son, viz; That 
They are di my named in the ſame Text or 
Contexts. itt} vor zoo et Na denne 


s 3 a : . „ ö F/4 
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Fuft. Mart. Dial. p. 413. Oray Nen, Efpthe = 
*Kvptos Tug Tapa Kupiov en Tow cupayov, Yo orlas 
e pid yew au, O AgYes © Tpopulees. 
But to proceed, 3 
I. The diſtinguiſhing Characteriſtics of 2 Per- ET, 
ſon are not the ſame, but different, in Father 
and Son; therefore They are diſtinct Perus. 
1. The Father's Knowledge is different from 


the Son's, as being mare Eutenſve. 
Mart xiii. 32. Our Savior confeſſes his g- ö 


norance of the Day of Judgment. And as here 
the Knowledge of the preciſe Lime of that 
awful Event | is denied of _ =. ſo _—_— SXXIV 
36. it is appropriated to the Father only. | 

x Now: © 4465 ug Perſon could-not Know, ans 
be Ignorant of, the ſame _ at the ſame | 
time. 
The ſame äbvident Know could not 
be greater and /eſsat the ſame Inſtant; conſe- 
guently the Father's Knowledge was not the 
fame individual Knowledge with the Sons :⸗ 
therefore They were : diſtinct N Ax. V. 


Cor. 1. 
However the Extent of our Bleſſed Lords 


Wiſdomand Knowledge muſt be inconceivably:; 
Great; for He is juſtly ſtiled by Clem. Alx. 
the Wiſdom of God, and the Father's Counſels. 

bor. Strom. I. 7. p. 703. B. Aras vf ;, 

eTlelai tou Vecu, 'Tov po νν, ,e⅝˙ι, x00pmow 
Tongo Yeroſcerou rau Teilpos. auln Sr 1 5 
| BE com 71 wpo@exaipty 0 ar ſoxpa up Ogos. 0 
pejuisyap Tov beau o 18, Ale rh H 255 5 


een a * * cob — Tos 
1 allau 


7 Kp cbt 
euTov 1e e. Ane 

See alſo Orig. 2 " a Och FIR 
Toy .I lo Xe Tr yernueguoeus Ipo ro ren | 
ver A,. aderat Tis Jura ret, s 0 YEYVNToas av- 
Toy IIæ up; ours Toy 11 os 0 I. au N 
708 l Top auTovxaiAnnbac.” 

Again, I obſerve that the Knowledge of 
the Father and Son was Mutual. Now Mu- 
tual Knowledge is Diſtinct Knowledge,” both 
the Subject and Object of it being Diſtinct 
And the Knowledge e'the Son had of the Father 
could hot h̊e diſtinct from the Knowledge the 
Father had of the Son, unleſs They were di- 
ſtindt Perſons. Mar. xi. 27. No one knoweth 
the Son; but the Futber; nor woes. any one know. 
the Father; but the os, and He's whom be os 
will. reveal Him ns 
If the — EY -chexPerſony to- 
whom Chriſt revealed the Father, had of Him, 
evidences His diſtinct Perſonality from the Fa- 
ther; then our Savior's Knowledge of the Fa- 
ther in like manner evidences His diſtinct Per- 
ſonality, as alſo does the Father's Knowledge 
of the un whereby the — becuahes: 
Mutual.” „ BIA e 

The Mutual-Knowkedge of Father and ban 
is revealed alſo in Feb. x. 14, 15. I know my. 
Sheep, and am known by Mine, abe. ne 
knoweth me, and ] know the Father: 

I don't fay the mutual Knowledge of F hes 
and Son is the exact Standard ot that between 


1 and his Sheep; _ Perſons and Things 


may 
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de pe lufficicntly difind, d. raſtly «neg 
Neither do J think the Particle be — 
cęſſarily e 2 pexfebt Equality, but a pr 1 
As Lil md we. aa — +9 beteean, | 
5 A 6 4 * men 1 
P. 281 3925 

Again, The F ather = Son 8 eee 
dee becauſe the Se ze. of different. 44 
tr 
Fhe Son's Knowledge was communicated 
to Him; the Father's. upcammunicated or un- 
derived like his own Infinite Eflence, += : 
Joh * 28. As my Fatber hath. fought 10. 
Ls 


. 1 Theol. I. i. 6.20, p. 90. | wy 
ues Very juſtiy, v rave e E‘ 
Ja , n Teng did v, xa. TOY r 
Tpos peprabyxer, ovxour xa S αε τεενE. m. 
g T N v, 675805 Wh, NA d, map qu- 
ve «0:4 Ds ere hab urcueh0s, 74906 vu 
164 Tout ax ovTas. 

Je conglude this Head, As the Father py 
Son are diſtin SubjetFs of Knowledge, ſo are 
They diſtinct Objects of it too. 

John viii. 19. 17 neither know me nor my. Fa- 
ther : if ye had known me, ye would have nous 
2h; Father alſo.” John xvi. 3 ix. 7. 
TNertulliun ſays, Interrogetus ubi effet: Pater, | 
 neque ſe neue: Patrem notum:efſe illis roſpondens, 
2 dixit iS notos. Adu. Fra „22. P- 813. 


i alreadjine Killto the 
; Tighar ang ad the don. in x . 
Lat. 
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the Bex 

Mat. Xx Vi. 39. Nbertbehg Hot tas 4 Tuo 
an _- ſe. Wilk. wo £ 5 PHP ADELE FG Il F 2 3 

John v. 30 Tel mov e 
Will of 4 who /e 25 

Didd our Lord ſubſeck his own Wills bis ben 
Will Can the fame Spirit have # Will and à 
Will, the one ſabjeted to the other? Here is an 
evident Preferenee of one Will tb another, 
which can only take place in diſtinet Wills; 
and diſtinct Wills prove diſtinct Perſons: * 
Now heat Dr. Murer land, 24 Def." p. 86. 
The Son and Spirit are ſo much his (the Fa- 
ther's) ſelf, as to have but oe en your Will 

with Him. 

And Orig. c. Cefſ. 1. 8. p. 386. fays! the Fa- 
ther and 80h are $bs Ty vro5t goa Tpeypttt, zy 
det 7h 0movoia, xt Ty ova pw I wu Th Faber 

rn ri Tov „Beba. e 


II. F ather and Son are both Sub; A 10 
Objeas of the diſtinet Affections, of Love and 
Hatred. 

They are diſtinct Subjects of Dove, Jahn XIV, 
21. He that loveth me ſhall be love by my Fas 
ther, and I will lvve Him. 

\ Obſerve, as Chriſt is the Object of che Chri- 
ſtian's Love, and therefore a diſtinct Perſbn 
from Him, ſo the Chriſtian is the C Object of 
the distinct Love of Father and Son, and 
therefore diſtin& from them both ; arid conſt- 
quran They 4 are diſtinet from ofie another. © 


had each other is Mutualy 3 conſequently Fo 
I 2 7a were 
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were diſtinct Objects and Subjects of ages, 
and therefore they were diſtin Perſons. 
John xiv. 31. That the World may know, that 
T love the Father. NY Wb 
John iii. 35. The Father loveth the San, even 
to ſuch an intenſe degree, that his Love to the 
Son is repreſented as it were the Standard of 
his Love to the Saints. John xvii. 23. What tbe 
World may know that thou——haſt loved them as 
thou haſt Irved me. and ver. 26. that the Love 
wherewith thou haſt Irved me, may be in them. 
But further, Father and Son are diſtin O6- 
jedts of Hatred and therefore diſtin& Perſons. 
John xv. 23, 24. He, that bateth me, hateth 
my Father alſo. 
Again, They are diſtinct Subjects of Hatred. 
Deut. xvi. 22. Image, which Febovab thy 
Cod hateth. Mal. i. 3. Rom. ix. 13. 
Rev. ii. 6. Thou hateſt the Deeds of 'the Nice- 
laitans, which J alſo hate. 
| They are repreſented as diſtinct Objects he 
Faith. 
John x11. 44. He that . th in me, be- 
hieveth not in me, lee. only | but in Him thet 
ſent me. | 


xiv. 1. 77 believe in God, believe a 4% in me, 
or, ye believe alſo in me. 


Nevatian. o. p. 711. C. Eadem Regule 
Veritatis docet nos 1 e poit Patrem etiam in 


filium Dei Chriſtum jeſum Dominum Deum 


noſtrum, ſed Dei filium, kujus Dei, Jui et u- 
nus et alas 9 conditor 90 licet rerum omnium. 
See 


» 


. 
p 


' 2hd.e Up U bene 5 69 


See Tertull»adv. Prax! c. 22. Quin aliter j. 
lids credi nom poſſet; niſi duo crederentur. 

Don't Father and Son ſeem as ers Objects 
of Faith as Chriſt and Moſes 2 © © & 
lohn v. 46. Had ye believed Moſes, ye world © 
have believed me ; for He wrote of me. © 

As our bleſſed Lord is fometimes ſpoken of 
as a diſtinct Oꝶject of Faith from the Father; 
ſo He is repreſented as a Medium of Faith in 
the Father, which as fully e his diſtinet 
Perſonality as the other. 

1 Pet. i. 2 1. Dou, who by Him to en in 
God, that raiſed him ap from the dead. 

Again, They are diſtinct W al f Raq. 
tion, Denial, and Contempt. 

Mark ix. 3y. Whoſoever ſhall receive one of 
uch Children in my —. receiveth me; and 
whoſoever ſhall receive me, receiveth not me Out 

Him that ſent me. 

As the Children ſpoken of are diſtin from 

Chriſt; ; fo He is diſtinct from his Father, _ - 
1 John ii. 22. He is the Antichriſt, that de- 
nieth the Father and the Son. 

Luke x. 16. He that heareth you, hh me, 
and be that deſpiſeth you, deſpiſeth me, and be 
that deſpiſeth me, de b Him that ſent me. 
| Obſerve how our Savior is ſpoken of, being as 

diſtin& from the E ather, as * Diſciples were 

from him. 

Irenæus c. Her. |. 2 8. 2. p. 174. 
Quibus fi quis non aſſentit, — quidem Par. 

 ticipes Domini, ſpernit autem et ipſum nen 

n. ſbernit vero et Patrem, r. Nie 
by a; 


3 


III. Thi diſtinct PerſSbality of Father and 
Son is implied in the Refation Ho ſubſiſts be- 
tween them; in the Reference of the Soi to 
the Father as His Image; and in the impors 
tant Tranſaetons in which they were boch con- 15 


cerned. 
1. The Relation, chat ſubſiſted barons ! 


was that of Fatber and Sox, which Waben ly 


im lies diſtinct Perſonality, 
r. N :4 allows, that R wat 


Generdred or "Irv from another muſt be a 
diſtin& individual Perſon from Him. Def. 

292. © II? 
And Serm. I. p. 12. The N ORD 7s 'repreſon- 
ted (John 1. 14.) as * Only-begotten of the 
Father, which-—=is Perſonal. . For if Begotten 
may be a proper Expreſſion concerning. an Mirz 


bute or Property; het Only-begotten 2s not, un- 
leſs God has no more Attributes than one. 


Juſt. Mart. Dial. p. 414. To j 
TOU YYEVVeav'Tos5 apiluc ETEpoy eg, as dquroouy ofme- 
N No ee. „„ 

Tertullian adv. Prax. c. 4. p. 502. D. Hoe 
e und capitulo Epiſtolæ e potuimus 
re jam & Patrem & Filium oſtendiſſe dass eſſè, 
* praterquam ex nominibus patris de fili, etiam 
« ex eo quod qui tradidit Regnum, & cui tra- 
didit; item qui ſubjecit, & cui ae duo 


<« ſint neceſſe eſt. 
c. 9. p. 504. D. Sic & Pater alis a Alio; 


cc dum alius qui generat, alius qui ge eneratur. 
_ < Ipſum quod pater & filius dero nana 


. . N ab alis en! See c. 11. p. og. O. 


8 


C. 21. 


the Ben rüm -T. 1 
C. 21. p. 321. D. #! Cee blen bre, | 
c ſed nan ipſe cuju erat filius. PC VANE. 
Who —— not ——— thoug ht, but that Fw. 
tullian, Wben he calls the Father and Son allus 
and alius, had meant diſtind Perſong? - | 
See, adu. Prex. c. 12. . 506. D. ade 
alium dicentem u fab, alium facientew.. Album. 
autem guomade &Pcapore debeas, j am profeſſus ſum; 
perſonz. v un-α²öne; ad difiintTior 
nem. non ee As alſo, e. 18. p. F. 
D. Igitur uus Deus pater, & alius abfgue  - 
nn hes Nied ipſe imferens, „ negat, 
ed alium Deum. Celerum, alius 46 Haus 4 
patre filins now . 
So again, 0 21. p. 311. N. Alem Güte 
eſſe, alum Deum; bhicet et Deus fermoiy fed qud : 
Dei filius, nom qud Paker © alum: propter- queue 
omnia, alium @ qua ami. Alinm autem pike 
modo dicamus, fee jam edidimus; ga alium d- 
camus nece/ſe zi, non eundem; alium autem, 


n quaſi Thur aun, ſed dipeſtion alium, 208. 
divifione, 

Conſult Novation, who from this Relation, 
deduces a diſtin& Perſonality, e. 22. p. 720. 
C. Ego of Pater unum ſumus John x. 30.Jþ 
at cum EgoO dicit, diinde patremun/ert:dicends, 
Ego &. Pater, . pnapnietatem gerfana fits id eſt 
fil, a paterna duclritau Aiſternit arpus di- 
Alinguit, non.tantum de fog nominis, fed etiam 

& ordiue Ad gli n poteſtatis et qui diæit un 

num. inialigant Harcrar due en, dini. u- 
vs concord, von — perſons == : 
| que - 
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deuigue agurit dicens ſumus, non ſum; ur 
Lederer per hoc Fed dixit, _— et Fat ter, 4 
duas eſſe Perſonas. - > 

To this Relation of Sonſhip we may e the 
Obedience ſpoken of in Scripture, See in-how- 
ſtrong Terms this Obedience is expreſſed by Eu- 
Kar De Eccl. Theol. 1. 1. c. 11. p. 70. C. 
Ju Tele aravlk, Xa1 avſou: uT&pyur TW you" 
beos, w meoueves o povroyerns avlou mats, eu % 
c ebe, are wos eauloy {open Pouaov Ag= 5 
B, tyEropuercs νσα“,EoDcs N Daratou. was 
Tpageuy eral, w Kai xeAevorTi maberat, w * 
cu pi e. o xa: fuorov aAnthivor Oo Ye s- 
pas Mifaoxa, mayora TE avai auto NES { 
This Obedience, according to the ſame Father, 
implies diſtin Perſonality, c. 20. p. 94. D. 
Tos de ETA e ̈ůi ExuTy vans YEIouEvos T 
TaTpl. ro yp VTAXOEY Tov 9 r Os, Goc 5 - 
| ver as Tp0TwT wy T ape oy. 


2. Our bleſſed Lord is referred to the Father 
as his Image, and hence ariſesa freſh cd 
for their diſtinct Perſonality. thy 

Col. i. 15. Who, ſec. Ohriſt d is 'the FA 
mage of the inviſible God. \ 

Euſebius c. Marcellum, 1 Ie, 4. p. 25. D. 
Ov SyTov de 1 πẽyv Hay To ob S 1 rye0v e x46 
ram rr E ui] -. GANG Po ev ⁰i•lut, Cl Ove 
vp, ai duo oyafaes, Kc. | 

The Inviſibility of the Father is delared in 
Seripture, Jobn 1. 18. 1 Tim. vi. 46. and is 
allowed by all the Ancients I have met with, 
who at the ſame time aſſert the Viſibility. of 


the Son. See Bp. Bull. * Fid Nic, Sect. IM 
* . 0. * 


the Sanity Mühe Y. 73 


e. 3. $. + p. 237. Ex ipforum, ſe Primævorum 
— „ fomtentia,” Deus Pater à nemins un- 
quam, ne per PW Ar Wente * 
«ll aut videri poteſt. 
Juſt. Marr. Dial. p. 411. Out aa A 
ours EAMG allpuray als Toy Her eh e a 
Toy Kuproy TWY TAV TOY &TA4W6, x ct eee 
ou, & AA EXevov TOY KATH go ru £X6490v Kats . 
beo or, You a'r7ou, Has a0 ο e, 
rety Th YvaMy eo —— _ 
Iren. c. Her. |, 4. c. 6. 6.65 p. 234. Et per 
 ipjum Verbum wvifibrlem et Lolrebilem factum; 
Pater &ftendebatur——jed omnes an derunt in Fi. 
lio Patrem-; inuiſibile etenim Filii Ne Rte 
fibile autem Patris Filius. (6: 0 ne 
Clem. Alex. Strom. 1. 6. p. 63 58. pi 
eri eis bees £519 o Alpty TATA xe , A 
Te Nous ego £9,009" 2,24 © HOPHATLS, 05 TH H 
T& 0p AE, "os r #aAYTE I, Wpes" ver! Pons, 
a 74 Tame tni\ceras ail oy tpiy* ancorad ans 
ros, HEvvRos, ap Hep. arolnvee, os 7 var vra CH. 
105 e e 06 Ord 6 rape, 


roc -, 70 5. 24 
Tertull. adv. Marc. c. 19. . 484. C. Di 
hriftaes/ Sed 


— Inviſibilis Dei Imaginem ait 

nos enim inviſibilem dicimus Patrem. Qhriſti, 

© ſcientes filium ſemper retro viſum, fi quibus 

«© vidtus eſt in Dei nomine, * fs; 

eres VIS... 

Adu. Prax. c. 14. p. 507. D. & Jain & zo 

* alius- erit qui videbatur, quia non Peet . 

* dem :nviſibilis definiri, qui videbatur, & n 

2 * ſequens e erit, ut inviſibilem patrem intelliga- f 
we” * mus, 


ys uf Demonſflration of + 


tt mus, pro plenitudine Majeſtatis ; viſibilem 
vero filium e e pro modulo nm 


j 


“ tionis. ; 
Nevatian. c. 26. p. 72 4 1 Ex quo i in- 


te telligi poteſt, quod non Pater viſus eſt, qui 


e nunquam viſus eſt, ſed Filius, qui & deſcen- 
e dere ſolitus eſt, & videri, quia deſcenderit. 
Imago eſt enim Inviſibilis Dei Sic ergo & 
* Chriſtus, id eſt, Imago Dei, & Filius Dei 
«ab hominibus inſpicitur, qua poterat videri. 
Euſeb. Dem. Ev. l. F. c. 9. p. 234. Oos. wh 
eri Taro Oeoy nynTeo Ire Tourwy ÞI1Xouo tat 
HE b yap Parai To eto, x. oH | 
Sec St as cd pos eid os xat moppny, ou guay ns. 
Acre In, avloy eyxi tor Tov Oeov Aoyor, Toy 
Sig r 3 * EY 06\0Yey. C. II. 
2.73. Hit. Eccles. | 1. c. 2. p. 6. 1. 4: 
c. 
If then the Father be always inuiſible, but 
the Son has been ſametimes v1/ible, it follows 
that They are diſtinct Perſons. 
3. The Important Tranſa#ions of the Son 
with the Father W their diſtinct . 
nality. _ 
'. To this Head may be referred," 
Fir, His Mediation or Advocateſhip. 
I Tim. ii. 5. For there is one God he one 
Me between God and Men, the Man vi | 
efus 
1 John ii. 1. F any—one fin we have an Ad- 
vocate with Te . Jefus Chr: , wi Wy f 
Feels. © 


ba 


bs ScrreTURE-TRINITY. 7 
Euſab. c. Marcel. I. 1. c. 1. p. 8. D. Ore ce 


Tilns yivela Ve tt Arb hοννꝗ.οꝰ.t, peoos tor exale- 
pov ra los oud i ſepos ' £5719, Meoilns urapyor: 
ov] aulos wy, o eis xa1 pores het ou Lind ro 
A otros a vIpwron, ar bees. 


Surely the Mediator between God and Men 
muſt be as diſtinct from Him, 47th whom 
he mediates, as from Them, for whom he me- 
diates. 

When our Lord puts up a Prayer to his hea- 
venly Father, Jobn xvii. does He pray to kin 
ſelf or another? 


When He ſays, he wou'd: pray the Father to 


ſend his Diſciples another Advocate, John wiv. 


16. whom does He apply to, Himſelf or Ano- 


ther? 
Surely He that prays muſt be a diſtinct Per- 


ſon from Him, to whom the Prayer is ad- 


dreſſed; + > 
Secondly, His joint Agency with the Father 


in the Creation. 


God ereated all things by Jeſus Chriff. Eph. 6 
iii. g9.——Hepbr. i. 2. 


Dr. Waterland readily admits, that the Sos 


was Agent with or A/jiſtant to the Father in the 
work of Creation; and even contends for it. 
The Father, fays He, is primarily, and the 
Son ſecondarily or — Author of the 
World, Def. p. 

Euſeb. Dem. Po. 1 . c. 5. pi a4 AN Kar 
A, yt Elepos wy Tov-TaTpos UTWpYs I AUT, g 
NEW Tov fue αοντ h.. 
then quoting Ei. cxlviii. 5. or @UTOL EVE, x. 
„ £yern- 
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eue auT;! E1ETEAQGTA Kat ESD f 
immediately adds r naov ap, ws o AS Sνονντ 5 
£T5pw A&yEa , eee 88 9 sau 
ro E | 
Tertull. adv. Prax. 8.80 p. 50 5. A. Alius gui 4 


facit, alius per quem fit. 


Now if Creative Powers imply Intelligence, 
Prop. II. (and who could give Underſtanding 
to others, that is deſtitute of it himſelf? ') The 
different part our bleſſed Lord ſuſtained in the 


Creation from what his Father did, proves his 


ie lia „ 


IV. Father "a Son have a dj inc: Propriety 
in what they are repreſented as having in com- 
mon. 
John xvi. x 5. All — that the Father 
hath, are mine. 

xvil. 9, 10. All my things are thine, and tl y 
things are mine. 

When the Prodi gal's Father fays to him, 
Luke xv. 31. dna that I have is thine; 
He don't inſinuate an equal Property in both 
Perfons ; but he implies that both were equally, - 
conſequently diſtinct, Perſons, So would I ar- 
gue from our Savior's Expreſſions, a diſtinct 


"1 and eke Aa anch tna 
lity. 


D 5 Our Savior's Docdrine was not his own, 
but his Father's 1 ; therefore. ren were e 
a, Aub 4h 


_—_ _, OS 
. 
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John vii. 16. My Doctrine is not, mine, but 
Hrs that ſent me, viz. the Father's, as appears 
from Jobn xiv. 24. 1 am apt to think Taxps 
was inſerted into * Copy Clem. Alex. made 
uſe of. See Strom, I. 1. p. 312. D. | 

Now if Chrift was not a diſtinct Perſon fromk 
the Father, He was the /ame Perſon, and 
then the Doctrine of the Father muſt be the 


Doctrine of the Son, contrary to our Lord's EX= 
preis Words. 


Our Saviour did not ſpeak of Himklf, but 
what his Father gave him in Commiſſion to tay, 
Joon xii. 49. He was the Medium of convey- 
ing thoſe divine Inſtructions, which the Fa- 
ther, out of his overflowing Goodneſs, thought 

roper to favour Mankind with. 

Clem. Alex. Strom. I. 5. p. 589. B. A 16 
auToy Tov Bev , Toy 18 T&%s pages vn 
&. 


Tertull. de Prefeript. Her. c. 2 1. p. 20g. 
Tenentem quod Eccigfæ ab Apoftolis, Apoſtols a 


| a ap: Chriftus a Deo accept. 


Euſeb. de Eccl. Theol. I. 2. c. 21. p. 139. A. 


On &uT0 1 0 T&TR Thy eis auToy MIO TE 
xa eos gGι,ẽ) M fic Meiro, Fou ou, n 
ons arbpuros. 

c. 22. p. 140. A. — valve ine 
o 645 c RAE BT EPE COX 646 n PTD, e [o] 
En morey dic Twy Tp pnTwy, HAAG u FO (d\10U 
YL, TALTE XAT, 8X e XaGP ex WAGNAT PETE T7 TW 
Luca e 59s * 


VI, 


» 


78 ut Damoyfration ” 


VL The Son Wa e ha F ache 
never animated a Human Body; therefore 1 

are diſtinct Perſons. | 

The Father never was ſeen, nor could be 
en, therefore He could not be Incarnate. 

The Son's Incarnation has been ſufficiently 
proved. Prop. III. Jobn i. 14, &c. 
Tertull. adv. Prax. c. 21. p. $11. D. Hic 
ergo factus et Caro, non ipſe cujus erat Sermo. 
Hujus gloria viſa fe tanquam Unici a patre, non 
tanguam Patris. Hic Unus Sinum patris de- 
ſeruit, non Sinum ſuum Pater Quo ditto utri- 
uſque Perſonæ conſtituit diſtinctionem, et Filii 
in terris, quem Petrus agnoverat Dei. ſilium; & 
Patris qui in cœlis, gu: Petro revelaverat quod 


Petrus agnoverat Det A um Chriſtum. 


VII. Jeſus Chriſt was with the Father, and 
therefore a diſtin& Perſon from Him. 

John 1. 1. The WORD was with Ged. 

Dr. Wi-—4, Serm. I. p. 10. ſays, He can't 
be Suppoſed the ſelf-Jame Perſon with whom he | 
was. With God plainly . the ſame as 
with the Father——who. is God. The Apoſtle 
can never be ſuppoſed to mean, that the Father. 
was with the Father; rhe Word therefore, if it 
denotes a Perſon at all, muſt be ara of + ano- 5 
ther Perſon. 

Tertullian adv. Prax. c. 1 3. p. 507. A. Sermss 
erat apud Deum et Deus erat Sermo. Unus qui 


erat, et alius penes 8 erat. 


| Hemp : 
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However the ſame Father citing the ſame 
Text, John i. 1. expreſſes himſelf after this 
manner. adv. Prax. c. 8. p. 504. C. Et Sermo 
erat apud Deum, et nunquam ſeparatus a Patre, 
aut alius a Patre; quia, Ego & Pater unum ſu- 
mus. Herewith I will preſent the Reader with 
a Flower of Bp. Bulls Def. Fid. Nic. Set. III. 
Cap. VI. H. 4. p. 187. Verum in Vulgars Ser- 
none, quali nonnunquam utitur Tatianas, trita 
eft lquendi forma, qua. quis dicatur ſecum ipſo 
eſſe. Tta ſcilicet, vulgo dicimus ; nemo mecum 
erat præter meipſum, How far ron 
will carry a Great and Good Man!! 

Our bleſſed Lord after his Incarnation, did 
not apprehend himſelf to be alone, (tho de- 
ſerted by his e while Hos Father was 
with bim. 

John xvi. 32. And yet T7 am not alone, bes 
cauſe the Father is with me. 
Tertull. adv. Prax. c. 22. p. 512. D. As 
ubi ſe negat eſſe folum ; ſed ego, inquit, et qui me 

miſit pater; nonne duos demonſtrat, tam duos 
quam inſeparatos? immo totum erat hoc 1 
dbcefat, En duos clic.” 0 21 5103THr 
VIII. The Teltimony: of the F chan to the 
Son was diſtinct from the Teſtimony our Lord 
| bore to H imſelf ; therefore _w were diftint? 
Perſons. | 
det Jobn v. 310 Had our Sabie: N bes 
| witneſs to Himſelf, his Witneſs had not been 

true or credible; but He had the Witneſs of 
ene viz. of Fobn, which was true or wor- 


— 
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thy of Credit, ver. 32. Nay, He had ſtill 
greater Witneſs, than that of John; for tis Bis 
ther bore witneſs of Him, ver. 37. 

Now if John was a Witneſs, ver. 22. 2 
the Father was a diſtinct Witneſs from Jobn, 
becauſe a greater, ver. 36, 37. and both of them 
creditableWitneſſes ; it follows, the Teſtimony 
of the Father was as diſt inct from that of the 
Son, (whoſe Teſtimony to Himſelf, in his own 
Cauſe, ver. 31. had not been Creditable or trice 2 
as the Teſtimony of Folm was: Therefore the 
Ferber was as diſtinet a Perſon from the N.. 
as John was. | 

Again, our Lord ſays, He was not fats) or 
alone in his Teſtimony or Judgment: but He 
and his Father, John oil 16. "And He ſhews, 
that as the Jewiſh Law allowed of the joint Te. 
ſtimony of two Perſons as true or worthy of 
Credit in their Judicatories, ver. 17. ſo here 
were tus; for He bore witneſs to Himſelf 
(and his Witneis was true, ver. 14.) and be- 
fides, the Father bore witneſs of — ver. 18. 
However difficult it may he to cvince the 
Juſtneſs of our Savior's reaſoning from the La - 
of Moſes, which required at leaſt two Witneſ- 
fes Aim from the Party concerned, Dept; xvii. 
6, 7. yet the uſe 1 make of | Fobn viii. 18. is 

certainly fair, Which is 10 prove that in our 
Lord's er, his Father and He were 
un N and e + t OT. 


2 _—_ Frans 225 p. 512. D.:Giquris © 
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nium confirmantem, ſubjungit : Ega teſtimonium 

dico de me, et leſtimonium dicit de me, qui me 

miſit Pater. Quod ſi unus efſet, dum idem eft et 
filius et Pater, non uteretur legis patroci nis fi- 
dem imponentis, non unius teſtimanio, ſed dy- 
orum. FTC 


IX. I might argue a diſtin& Perſonality 
from the Perſonal Pronouns and Plural Num 
ber, when uſed in ſpeaking of the Father and 
Son. . „ Lo CE 
ohn xiv. 23. Fany one love me, my Father 
will love him, and we will come unto him, and 
make an abode with him. FJabn xvii. 11, 21, 
Euſebins de Eccl. Theol. I. 3. c. 5. F 19k & 
ſeems to lay an Emphaſis on the Plural Ferm 
of Expreſſion in the above cited Text, "Fohy 
Riv. 23. @xovers, lays he, orws r An I xexpr- 
TaAITPITO, TW EAEuGN Ela, & jor mac avly 
Toole, rep gulgv xa: Toy Talpes gngas. = 
So again, Tirtullian obſerves upon Jobn y. 
17, My Father worketh hitherto, and J work. 
Pater & ego Filius dicit. Where the Perſonal 
Pronoun Ego is made uſe of. ira ts 
This Argument is founded on Ax. IV. 


To conclude this Propoſition, The Texts 
and Reaſonings that prove our Lord's Inferic- 
rity to the Father, Prop. VIII. will alſo as 
ſtrongly evince his diſtinct Perſonality ; for In- 
feriority can't ſubſiſt, but between diſtinct Per- 
ſons, any more than al, 2604 262 Hay 
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For the Reader's Satisfaction I ſhall pode 
one Example, by which my Meaning will ful- 
ly appear. 

Our Savior's Miſſion will be produced as an 
Evidence of his Inferiority to the Father; and 
the ſame Miſſion is as full a Proof of his diſtinct 
Perſonality as of his Inferiority. 

Tertull. adu. Prax. c. g. p. 504. D. Sie et 
Pater alius 4 Filio, dum filio Major — dum a- 
lius qui mittit, alius qui mittitur, &c, 1 

Euſeb. Dem. Ev. 1. 5. c. 25. p. 251. C. « 
N 0 re K plos Eg 3 N 

ame , AEywy whole, vs apa. : 

Obſerve the Title of 1 Chapter, s o cos 

Abos cuplos wy pos TV fe ov. aeg aD et o 
Ao) et Kuptov. 

So the ſame F ather de Eccl. Theol. L 16.80, 

p-. 86. D. o os eo Alepos wy THALSY 

* Toy v, &TOFFANOVT2- 


Coxol L. I. Since Chriſt Jeſus is proved to 
be a diſtinct Perſon from the Father; what- 
ever is a diſtinguiſhing Characteriſtic of the 
Latter, can't properly belong to the Former. 

Jol xvii. 3. Our Savior ſtiles his Father, the 
Only true God, in contradiſtinction to Himſelf, 


who, as he Joys was ſent by the only true 
God. 


chen . When any Perfection aſcribed, | 
or even appropriated, to the Father, is in o- 
ther places of Scripture aſcribed to the Son; we Y 
myſt not underftand the Former as poſſeſſing 


* | 


a 
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it ecluſsvely of the Latter, but only indepen- 
dently, or in a peculiarly high Degree, or elſe 
the Word is uſed in two Senſes. See Ax. VI. 
How otherwiſe can the Scripture be explained 
in a conſiſtency with it ſelf” Ax. III. 
Dr. d, Serm. IV. p. 127. ſays, The 
«excluſive Terms of One, Only, or the like, 
may admit of ſome Latitude of; Conſtruction 
lt is a Rule and Maxim, and may be 
< proved by many Inſtances in ſacred and pro- 
* phane Writings, that excluſiue Terms are not 
* to be interpreted with the utmoſt rigour, ſo 
ee as to leave no room for facite Exceptions, 
te ſuch as Reaſon and good Senſe will eaſily 
« ſupply.” See the ſame Doctor, 2d Def. p. 


26, 51, 94, 193, 386. 3 3 

However, by Ax. IV. this is not to take 
place without an abſolute Neceſſity, otherwiſe 
room may be left for Prepoſſeſſion and Chicane. 
In common Caſes, excluſive Terms leave room 
for no Exceptions ; eſpecially in ſerious and 
thoughtful Writers, ſuch as the ſacred Ones 
doubtleſs ate. nh EE oe ER 
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PROPOSITION VI. 
The Holy Spirit is a df Perſon 


from * Father and rhe Son. 


F Endeayou red to prove the Perſmalizy of, the 
Holy Spirit, Prop. IV. Now I am to make 
out His diſtinct Perſona lity both from * Far 

ther and the Son. 


I. The Holy Spirit is a diſtinct Perſon a tw 
the Father. 


For 1, Heis called the Spirit of the Father 0 
of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 
Eph. iii. 14, 16. Thow my knees unto the Pa- 
ther of our Lord Feſus Chriſt- by his Virit, 


&c. 

Rom. viii. 11. But if the Spirit of Him that 
raiſed up Jeſus from the dead, viz. of the Fa- 
ther, Acts iii. 13, 15. dwell in you, He that 
raiſed up Chriſt from the dead ſhall alſo quicken 


your mortal Bodies, by his Spirit that dwellerb 


in you. So again ver. 14. Whoſoever are led by 
the Spirit of God, they are the Sons of God. 
Who would not take the Spirit of God, to be 
as diſtinct from God, viz. the Father, whoſe 
Spirit He is; as the Sons of God are diſtinct 
God, whoſe Sons T hey nie 1 

1 Cor. 
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1 Cor. M. 10, 11. But Go hath retealed ther 
unto us by. his Spirit===S0- the Mg of God 
knoweth mb one, but the 8 pirit of God. 


the Revelabh, He abſt be diſtin® Fom Him, 
who I 55 of Him as ſuch. 3 a x | 
2. e Sit was t atner, ana 
therefore is I diſtinct ſt by the Hint. + - 
John xiv. 26. The Holy Spirit, wn the Fax 
ther wil fend, 8c. Gal. we. 6. | 
e Which procecdeth from the Father i 
< not the Father; but the Holy Ghoſt pro- 
Lceeuerh from the Father, Ln. 26. ] there- 
Fore he is not the Father. He which is fert 
by the 2 and from the Father; is not 
« the Fatt whom, and from whom He 
eis ſent; 107 ho Perfon can be ſent by Him- 
« ſelf, and by another from Himſelf. But the | 
* Holy Ghoft is ſent from God the Father, 
e and by the Son from the Father; therefore 
cc He is not * Father.“ Bp. Fragen on the 
I Chr: il. "th We Pave receryed the Spirit, 
who 1s of God, "ro tveuua 'ro tx "Tov Dew. 
Perhaps this Expreffion may be equivalent 
to John xv. 26. ore the ſame Spirit is Haid 
Tape Tο Telpos keep he. and this laſt Ex- 
pPreſſion may be equivalent to John viti, 42.— 
xvi, 27. Xvi. 8. where our Savior with re- 
ference to his Miffion is ſaid t rov ſecu and ra 
pœ Tov Hou SSN. If fo, the Proceſſion of 
the Holy Spirit relates to his Miſfion from the 
Er See Dr. Barrow, Vol. 2d. Serm. 34. 
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rit of Chrill, He is none of Bis. 


p- 459. Mi; ion and Proceſſion do not ſeem td differ 


except in manner of Speech, 


3. This ame Spirit is repreſented as our Ad. 


vocate, interceding for us, Rom. viii. 26, 27. 


fent by God into our Hearts, aying, Abba, 1 


Father, Gal. iv. 6. 
Now no one is properly ſaid to intercede with 


N Himſelf, but with another. 


The Reaſons why Tap ads ſhould rather 
be render'd Advocate, bis Comforter, may be 


found in Bp. Pearſon on the Creed, p. 329 
Now if the Spirit be a inc Perjon — 4 


the Father, He is another Spirit, Def. II. Cor. II. 
for ſurely no one will ſuppoſe Him Part of the a 


Father, 
Clem. Alex. Strom. 1. 5. 590. D. AA « oug 


cus puepos beou ey en „her re rev. 


II. The Holy Spirit! is a diſtinct Perſon from 


the Son. 


1. he Holy Spirit is „ent by the Son. © 
John xvi. 7. JI depart I wil ſend him, {the 


Spirit] unto you. Luke xxiv. 49. 


He, ſays Bp. Pearſon on the Creed, p. 32 L. 
0e Coming depended upon the Son's de- 
ce parting, and his — after his Departure, 
<« cannot be the Son, who therefore departed 
te that He might ſend Him, John xvi. 17. 
From this Miſſion of the Spirit by our bleſ- 
ſed Lord, I ſuppoſe He is called the Spirit of 
Chriſt, as before of God, or the Father, 
Rom. viii. 9. Now if any one have not the Spi- 


Phil 


the ScxiyTuUrs-TrINITY. 87 


| Phil: i. 19. Tro your Prayer, and the Sup- 
ply of the Spirit of Jeſus Chriſt, 


I Pet. i, 11. Whatimanner of time the Spirit 


of Chriſt, that was in them, did fignify. Gal, 

Euſeb. de Eccl. Theol. I. 3. c. 5. p. 170. C. 
ſpeaking of Fohn xx. 22, Receive ye the Holy 
Spirit, lays, To Ss SiSornt avlpy to H 
glepoy auloy pig To NSoputrov. ouvxtouvy 0% au- 
ros uu o ItÞous xat To SiS opeeror' AA © pev Tr 
pe ny 0 Zelnp, To Is SiÞopeevoy Tyevpcr To a= 
io or Ss Acupayjovies oi Amogorcy, NK M . 
2. The Holy Spirit receives Knowledge from 


Chriſt, and communicates it to his Diſciples, 


and Glorifies Chriſt, HE 

John xvi. 13,14. When He the Spirit of Truth 
1s come. He ſhall not ſpeał of Himſelf, but what- 
ever be ſhall hear, that he ſhall ſpeak---He ſhall 


glorify me ; for He ſhall receive of mine and 


ſhall ſhew it unto you. 5 2 
« He which receiveth (ſays Bp. Pearfon on 


e the Creed, p. 321.) of that which is the 


« Son's, and by receiving it glorifieth the Son, 
* cannot be the Son; becauſe no Perſon can be 
“ ſaid to receive from Himſelf, that which is 
e his own, and to glorify himſelf by ſo re- 
e ceiving. 1 eee 
Euſebius de Eccl. Thedl. I. 3. c. 4. p. 169. D. 
K To atyiov TELE oH glepoy UT&pyor Tape 
Tay you" © fs Taqws avlos o Swlnp TApITnC Age 


YoV* £x Tov eo Anda x&1 ara Yyere vu. Ry= 


Ti=--xpus Yap Tepx5alixey ay ein TOI un ew er 
Xa Tauloy Toy You xi To &yiov TEAR" To Yap 
| „ as — : I» 

| | 5 Tap 


1] 


S 


AN 4 1 Donau of + 
hoes AaHarar, Tl. lego b Tay ers 


70 Et 21. C. 5 P · P- 17 1. G 173. A. * 5 
"Withou, all doubt, if the Spirit had not a 
diſtin Underſtanding of his own, He could 


not hear or learn from another; and when He 


did ſpeak from another, would neceſſirily peak 
from Himſelf roo, which is abſurd. _ 3 
3. The Holy Spirit is expreſſly diſtinguiſhed 
from Chriſt, as being Another Perſon.» ' - 
John xiv. 16. 7 will pray the Father and He 
will end au another Advocate. | 
If intellectual and active Powers were neceſ- _ 
fary to quality Chriſt Jeſus for being an Ad- 
vocate, 1 Jahn ii. 1. He who is beta Advo- 
cate muſt alſo be poſſeſſed of the /the ; There- 
fore He muſt be a diſtin& Perſon. _ 5 
Euſeb. de Ecel. Theol. I. 3. c. 5. p. 170. B. . 
having cited Jobn xiv. 16, 1. immediately 
ſubjoins, ofe Tws To TYBULG TY a“ Eh- 
pey eral Prot, x% anno Tap tauTar—ÞP, 171, A. 
XX Ws Tip TU ayiw ric xos MRAGA GY, ws 
TEpl ET pov #AfYE 70' EpwTRGD TOY T&TEWPY Hal 
* Aαν FApaktanntry IwcHn urea grep. 
ur T7Xp QUTOY 0 TEPRXANT EE, Pept E TY TOUQUTE 
cd id @oxe. 
4. The Holy Spirit bears 1 to Chriſt, 
and therefore is a diſtinct Perſon from him. 
John xv. 26. He, the Spirit - of Truth, foall. 
reftify of me. | 
As the Father T eſtinony to the Son proved 7 
Him a diſtinct Perſon from the Son, Prop. VI, 
ſo the © aug Teſtimony to the fame Perſon, 
proves Him alſo as diltint. 
N Ea 


— 


obs Scxrervan-TamniTY. | 3g 27 


Euſebius de Eccl. Theol. 1. 3. c. 5. p. 171. C. 


G. wy cf r oxpus Srapig neu txevcr Toy uy 
RUTOU TeuTbueror XX TOY WEAANOVTE TEpL ar 


Ff de. aa EPs te . thn 


III. The Holy Spirit is diduingvided both 
from Father and Son in the ſame Context. 
1. In the Inſtitution of Baptiſm. 
Mar. xxviii. 19. Go ye therefore and diſciple 


all Nations, bapti xing them into the Name 9 the 


Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit. 
Tertull de 555 n. c. 6. p. 226. D. Nam 

ce ſi in tribus teſtibus ſtabit omne verbum, 

quanto magis, dum habemus per Benedic- 


< tionem eoſdem Arbitros Fidei, quos & Spon- 


« ſores ſalutis, ſufficit ad fiduciam ſpei noſtræ 
« etiam numerus nominum divinorum? Quum 


<« autem ſub tribus & teſtatio ſidei & ſponſio 


** ſalutis pignerentur, neceſſario adjicitur Ec- 
ce clefiz mentio: quoniam ubi tres, id eſt Pa- 
* ter & Filius & Spiritus Sanctus, ibi N 


quæ trium corpus eſt. 


Adv. Prax. d. 27. p. 516. 5 © ee Nam nec 
* ſemel, ſed ter, ad fingula nomina in perſo- 


% nas fingulas tinguimur. 


See allo Euſeb. de Eccl. Theol, 1. 3 e. 5. p. 


7 3 D. 
In the Seri Prure Dee + 8 
Cor. Xill, 14. The Grace of our Lord Je- 


ſus Chrift, and the Love of God, and the Commu- 


mon of the Holy Spurit be with you all. Amen. 
3. In the Method of our . to TR F A 


ther. 


«. 


N Eph. 


90 A Demon gration of 


Epb. ü. 18. For thro him. ſc. Chriſt, 2 
both have an 1 by one . to the Fas 
ther. 

4. If 1 John v. 7. be genuine, the Spirit 8 
ally: diſtinguiſhed from both Father and 
Son, as a diſtin&t Witneſs, and therefore as a 
diſtinet Perſon. 

It has been obſerved, that the Ancients in 
their Controverſies with the Arians, do not 
quote this Text; for a reaſon, I ſuppoſe, evi- 
dent to the Learned Reader, whom I deſire to 
read 8 · Auſtin c. Max. Arian. 1. 2. C. 28 
col. 514. It appears from the Father's labour- 5 
ing ſo hard to prove his Point from ver. 8th, 
that he was unacquainted with ver. 7th, which 
Verſe would happily have ſaved him much 
needleſs Pains, and weak Reaſoning. 5 

| See alſo Calvin ad |. p. 7.5. Hoc totum (ſc. 
| Membrum) a guibuſdam omilſum uit. Hiero— 
nymus exiftimat malitia potius quam errore id 
fuiſſe factum: & quidem a Latinis duntaxat. 
Sed guum ne Græci quidem Codices inter Je con- 
-entiant, vix quicquam aſſerere audeo. Quiaàa 
"ramen optime uit contextus, fi hoc Membrum 
addatur, et video in optimis ac probatiſſimæ fidet 
codliribus haberi, ego quogue libenter amplefor, 
Mr. Emin fays, (Reply to Mr. Martin, 
_ 14 5.) So that I think I might juſtly ſay, there is is 
| E Evidence of one ancient Greek MS. yet known 
in the World, which warrants this Text. 


IJ: Wo. Dr. . Clarke's Script. Dotr. p. $95: 
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Zhe SCRIPTURE- TgINITY. QI. 
I found not Dr. V. aterland quoting this Text 
(1 Fohn v. 7.) in his rſt and 2& Def. and 
thence concluded, He thought it ſpurious. 
And have often mentioned it tot his Hlbnous, : 
that he had Courage to leave it out, notwith- 
ſtanding the Offence he knew it might 'giye to 
ſome of his warm Brethren. For. What reaſon 
the learned Doctor omitted this Text in his two 
Defences, He beſt knows, as alfo whether the 
ſame Reaſon ought not to havereſtrained him 
from citing it in his Import. of the Dock. of the 
Trinity, p.269, 271. Perhaps he may hade rę- 
ceived new Light as to the Genurneneſs of that 
controverted Text ſince his writing thoſe 
Books, and to be ſure tis a right Temper to be 
open to Conviction upon proper Evidence. 
5. Confider Jb. xv. 26. When the Advo- 
cate is come whom F will ſend unto you from the 
Father. 5 . | 3070 BLAME 8 
6. 1 Cor. vi. 11. But ye are juſtified in the 
Name of the Lord Feſus, and by the Spirit of our 
But need not infiſt on more Texts. Con- 
ſult Dr. Clarke's Script. Doctr. Part J. c. 4- 
Tertull. adv. Prax. c. 9. p. 504. D. Hance 
* me regulam profeſſum qua inſeparatos ab 
H alterutro Patrem & Filum & Spiritum 
a teſtor ecce enim dico alium eſſe Patrem & 
« alium Filium, & alium Spiritum. Male 
{© accipit Idiotes quiſque aut Perverſus hoc dic- 
© tum, quaſi diverſitatem ſonet, & ex diver- 
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te tate ſefarationem protendat, Patris & Filii 

3 & Spiritus. 2 5 5 5 3 | 1 . | bis 
C. 11. p. 506. B. His itaque paucis, tamen 

” RES diſtinctio Trinitatis exponitur. Eft 

te enim ipſe qui pronuntiat, Spiritus, & Pater 

e ad quem pronuntiat, & Filius de quo pro- 


* nugouat. :-.- -.- -: 3 + Shed 
C. 13.p.. 507. B. Nos enim qui & tem- 
% pora & cauſas Scripturarum per Dei gratiam 
« inſpicimus,. - duos quidem definimus ; Pa- 
4 trem & Filium, & jam tres cum Spiritu Sanc- 
“to, ſecundum rationem Oeconomiæ, que 
* facit numerum. , 
Euſeb. de Eccl. Thecl. 1. 3. c. 5. p. 173. C. 
aAAGQ ν Tov aryiou ved los £lepou ovla raps 
vor re le xaiTor You, To idr TApiCHs 0 To- 
cup, X8xAner avlo TepaxAnloy, To xoivor Tis o- 
Ah ν,ðÜaus afopiQuy, ic TIs Tau rapaxAnTRY TrQ- 
go» y-pies. And a little lower, ſpeaking of the 
Angels he adds, AAA ouſs Tourwy cid ou ha! 
r TapaxaAnty Triemuean. dis Ty ayiz xai TpIq- 
peaxapig T peſt prove Touro ouerapeAntta. D. 
I ſhall conclude this Propoſition with that 
noble Paſſage of Euſebius de Eccl. Theol. I. 3. 
c. 6. p. 174. C. O fs enexare T oAwr Deos 
Kai Talnp Tow xupiov nuwr lnoov M pig. aN 
Tl wv ayabqy, X&i Tavlos AoYiojeou X&1 Haas, 
Sun re ran x , , ̃ e xpeTioy, opeou H 
Tayloy o Tis oe Aa ora TVYYara, avicu 
TE Tqu ayiov lee, Tpooeh , xa ou Ho- 
30ytvous teu, xabnyouuercs evo, exclus o fmt 
ware, Ka dig T&plwy, K £1 T&01 eos arapy- 
| Tal, Tape Ty ATT vAY x41 feores h%te avles eg 
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de Tos provoyerns Deos o wy es Toy X0ATOY TOU a> 
Lor re d. e rene, oule beo, oule 
Ties. og £5 went 1 

1 have EA to j prove Sha Scripts, 
that the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit 
are three diſtin Perſons, or Spirits, inaſmuch 
as each of them is, throughout that Book, 
ſpoken of as havingan Underſtanding and Will, 
2 diſtinct from the other Two; and ſuch 
things are affirmed of each of them, as can't, 
with any Propriety, be aſſerted of the other 
TIB 
Now theſe three Spirits muſt either be Equal 
or Unequal. _. 

If they are abfolutely equal, and any one of 

them be hereafter proved to be Gad, according 
to Def. I. there mult be three Gods, N 
to Ax. I. 

If they are Unequal, we muſt find out io 
what reſpect Any one of them is ſuperior to 
the Others, and to which particular Perſon 
this Superiority is applicable; 

Now a Perſon may be ſaid to be Inferior to 
Another, | 

1. In reſpect of his Original or Extract. 

Thus if any one derives his Exiſtence from 
the Will and Power of another, whether by 
Creation, Generation, or any other Way, He 
is . to that Perion. in . of his e 
pa 5 


4 4 4 4 * k ; : ; 
7 * * , £ \ of 4 bs F >. * 15 * N + 
; I $9.4 pp oF N . - ” ns 4 
> * * 4 p : | 
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For ſarely * tis more honourable. to Beget 
than to be Begotten, to Create Thi to be Cres 
ated, G. ad 
 Tirtull-adv. Herm. c. 18. p. 239 D 
* ** eft ut Filio Dei, Sermone Unigenito & Pr 

mogenito aliquid fuerit præter Patrem An- 
73 tiquius ; & hoc medo utique Generoſius, ne- 
dum quod innatum nato forring & quod i Ins 
fectum facto validius ? quia quod ut eſſet 
e nullius eguit Auctoris, multo ſublimius of 
<< eo, quodut eſſet aliquem habuit Auckorem. . 

Bp. Pearſon on the Creed, p. 34. WE' may 
ach obſerve that in the very Name of Father, 
there is ſomething of Eminence, Which is not ln 


5 4 


mut alcribe unto him, Whom we call the Firſt, 
in reſpect af bim whom we term the Second 1 
Perſon; ; and as we cannot but aſcribe | it, ſo 5 
muſt we endeavour to preſerve pr . 15 
2. In reſpect of his Per ſenal Endroments and ; 
Mental Powers. 1 
Thus if a Perſon receive Knowledge from 8 
nather, or is leſs knowing than that other, He 
is inferior to him in reſpect of the Derivation 
or Degree of his mental Powers, X 
Our Savior has determined it to be more blef- FR 
ſed te give than to receive, Acts xx. 35. And s 
it not more excellent to poſicf any 85 igher Per- 


fection or Qualification, either in Kind or De- 
ree, than a lower? To poſſeſs, Ex. Gr. Ab- 
Naos Omniſcienee than 4 Ante Knowled 95 
even in the moſt exalted degree? To pofi * 


* valuable Qualification independently on 
: another, . 


inferior Capacity, and ſtanding i in the 
of a Deputy, an Bode or Servant to 


a Sent Wb harr. 97 


another, than by- Derivation from Him, as a 


In reſpect of his External Ci reumflance 

and Reative Capacitte. | | 7 
Thus if a Perſon receive from % 2 
11: io to execute Authority and Dominion over 
others; or is ſent, and employ'd.in any Buſi- 
neſs, however important, by another ; He is 
inferior to that other Perſon, as actin 1 in an 

e 


lation 


HiFi 5” 
For ſurely tis more rod) to iſſue out a Comn- 


miſſion, than to act under one; To have every 
ons act according to our own Will in all things, 


than to act according to the Will of any one in 


ein thing. 


Surely * tis more 3 to + than to 
be ſent. 


Pr. M. aterland does not ai pute, but that He 
that ſends, is for that very OY greater than 
Him t that i is /ent, 2d Def. p. 5 

And a 82 than the Bobo has told us 
that, the Servant is not greater thun his Maſter, 


nor he that ts ſent, greater than he that ſent him. 


John xiii. 16. that is, (by a Aurolys or pewgis 
the figure of Diminution) he is inferior to the 


Sender. See Dr. e Vol. II. Serm. 34. 
p. 488. 
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PROPOSITION Vin. 


Jeſus Chr ift is inferior #0 the Fat bor. ES 


I. I N reſpect of his Original, as a Son to a 
Father. V' 
The Sonſbip of Chriſt need not now be prov- 
ed, tis the anited Voice of Scripture, Luke i. 
35. John viii. 54. Acts ui. 13, 26. 1 John 
1. 3. See Prop. II. and of Antiquity, _ 
Fut. Mart. Apol. p. 18. O nus ſepos Sihao- 
rA v. TW Tale rar xa Seororcy Deou 
tos at ares wr I. Np. and p. 19. I. Xp.— 
euTou Tov ore Oeov paberres. and p. 33. 
os de ec o Ino ous Atyouercs, e xa xoirws Hot 
 eevÞpwrros, d, cogiay afies yos be Aryeotar, 
TFaTEpa yap avIpory Te be Te Tart G 
Sets Toy her , A. | NL | 
Hence the fame Father ſtiles our Savior ar 
Tou TraTpos TpoBAnber uu and again, or! 
x&t apyn Tpo TayTWy TW TUNKATWY TIT auto 
Xa Erna uvro Tov Dew eyeyerrnyTo. Dial. p. 
270. p. 414. and Apol. p. 31. Toy 2oyor, 0 65 
 TpeTy yerrnupea tw You are emwtias Pacoxar 
nu, yeyernobea, I. Xp, mo IidÞaoxanor new. 
- Wat implies Derivation of Being and 
Li e. f | : NE Ea | 
All Filiation infers ſome kind of Production, 
ſays Bp. Pearſon on the Creed, p. 00. 
LY” Now 


Now tho fore S6ns mA not, n n eak 
ing, receive their Exiſtence from their Fathers;. 
who are only: Inſtruments or Miniſtring Cauſes 
made uſe. of by God to introduce anew Ctea- 
ture into the World; yet Chriſt is certainly 
ſuch a Son. as receives his Exiſtence from his 
Father, as a proper Efficient. Cauſe. See Dr. 
Ct. Script. Dar. p. 239, and p. 6 

Agreeably hereto, Bp. Pearſon p. 34. Gays, 
« that Chtiſt by his Generation is underſtood 

4 to have his Being from the Father, who only 

_ © hath it of himſelf; and is the C Original chat 
Power and Eflence in the Son. 

Dr. . — d 2d Def. p. 8 1. Alleen that 1 
ſus Chriſt red his Edlence from the Father, 

and therefore does not wonder if he receives all 
other things from the fame Perſon. . 

Bp. Bull Prim. & Apoſl. Trad. c. 6 F. 23. 
p. 397. eſteems the Father to be Fons Deitatis, 
4 quo Filius tum Naturam, Gre ane 
Divinas acceperit. by 

To 2o higher, Novarian. c. 17. p. y. Wb 
Et bor: 72 gapit of, babere 808 _ an. 
diſſet. . "OY 

Euſeb. de Ecel, Theol. 15 1. c. 20. e as 
n Ji Tov eee 1 eren, ny - 
N ab Sl. 

. God may indeed be Liileds a m—_ Father — 
imtellggens . for in Him ue live and 
move and exiſt. Acts xvii. 28. Heb. xii. . 
But He is the Father of Chriſt Jeſus in ſome 
peculiarly emi nent Senſe, and therefore the Lat- 
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Teans xhoews, Col. i. 175. N 
Juft. Mart. Apol. p. 115. To: 90 W 


beos, NK chens, Nl Kuptes, cet n a 
ijos tee, © os Agyopeeres up ies doc, d Nhe 
p r ππ u loy : Xt Tuy Ov Kat VEvY@WpMevos. 


Euſebius files him, a aher yes. de Bel. Theol. 


Ls. c. 8. p. 66. B. and Dem. Eu. l. 5. c. 4 


227. B. pvc rev beav tis. Whereas Anni | 


to Clem. Alex. Men are not quos Texva. Strom: 


1. 2. p. 392. C. and a little lower, D. ſ ev e 6 C- $f 


Atos &15 nus TAovTius, Tous & under avrw 


FpOTNOTHE, 1. oi, nu wy AEY®, LLITOS h 
reer TY ol e715 ouoias ne Pore de Tc . . 


aral roh Acro auToL. 


God is faid to have begotten his Son J ela, 


| 4 ca uro. 


Ful. Marr. Dial p. 266. or apo mporray- 
TOY TWy Hr o Yeo yer ernee T'uyaphuy E 
ia ct tab Note ———XAMT2 TOTE: Teal u, 


oe Hs copia, Tore de f, Tots de eos, 
Tore de cp, 2a: ND. 


Bußeb. Becl. Hiſt. I. 1. c. 3. p. 14. Ed. Cant. 


Ou? er QUAns Twr ep wfecror Teroueray' be by a 
Ge Tov Ven. A 

De Land. Conſtant. c. TI. p. 746. ores 70⁰ 
"a pov Yyern* or © TWY D ToNTR, o TATE 6. 
TEVA » X&1 AIWTHTW OUT1QS, AUTO ES ExUTOU YyEv- 


nous, neh N N rode Tov arne 


Kt EN n. 

De Ecel. Theol. 1. x. c. IT; p. 70. D. ae 
ge TovToy eiche heey, ov o ra Tp˙ eg tadrou Ye. 
1 2. 8 p- 108. A N 7 1. c. 8. p. 66. =} 


1 + 1 ”— 


$65 1 * 


wo TOY. who: wee desen en Tou rar. N 
a 1A 0. 6. p. 108. A. c. 7. P10. 

Chriſtians indeed are aid en bed anden To 

„% N . Nobm i. 13. 1 Nb. ili. go 
iv. 2. . 1, 4, 18. and en T0 Deoverus. 1 Ya. 
v. 19. 3 Job. 43. However I m perſuatied 
no ſincere Diſciple of Jeſus Chriſt will refisfe tb 
give Him the Pre-eminence in Jvnſbip as well 
as in every thing elſe. Col. i. 18. and own 
Him as the Fir/tborn among many Brethren; 
Ran. viii. 29. and almoſt ſublcrihe.to Euſebeus's 
_ ſtrong — ae Ecol. Theol. I. I. e. 8. p. 

66. A. Her ep teer eros ov: eto derov, 1h | 
Ss AucTew A Goop- .. , va K- 
| an If the Son be IO 4 e pF 

Creatures eg owe r, What means that Ex- 
preſſion of Jrenenus o. Her. 1. 4. e. 20. C. . 
P- 253. Ie ſie. Pater} a Semerigh Jalan 
creaturarum. —arcipiens. 
But Chriſt is a an, and as fuch, nfer! 
the N 7 WED | 

full, adv. Fax. . p. £94. A. Qurcun- 

que ergo ia S 994. illam dice 
Penbnam, et illi nomen Filii vindico 1 et aum 
Filium agugſco, ſecundum a ow defends.” 

Neualian. c. 31. p. 729. © E ergo Deus 
Pater omnium inſtitutor et creator, folus origte 
num naſcienunus Daus, ch¹˙,s neut nag ni- 
tudini, 2 5 art, oque virtti gui 3 
na dixerim pr funri, nee, 94 .— 
Pater ilum x . — Gd ratiaue Srebeedit „e 
. eft 9 prior fit qua Pater fit. 
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oo wth Demonſtration of 


Quontam — patto antecedat neceſſe e wy 7 
habet originem, ille qui originem neſcit. 
Euſebius Dem. Ev. I. 5. c. 6. p. 231. B. Gi 
Bp. Pearſon on the Creed, p. 35. * It is no 


ce e to the Son to ſay He is from an» _ 


< other, for his very Name imports as much; 


e but it were a diminution to the Father to 
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« ſpeak ſo of Him; and there muſt be ſome 
cx nt where hore: is pines for De- 
5 rogation. K 

Ditto, p. 36. There i is a einen and | 
Authority i in the name Father, | 

To this purpoſe Dr. W-—d Def. p. 386. 
Hays, © And notwithſtanding. that the Sabel- 
«J;ans had, if! may ſo ſpeak, carried the Son's 
Divinity too high. vet the utmoſt that 
< the Catholicks could be brought to ſay, in 
<« Degradation of him, was only this, that He 
Le was ſubordinate as a Son; equal in every re- 
« ſpect, but as a Son can be equal to a Father; 
< inferior in point of Original (the Father be- 
< ing Head and Fountain of all) k. 
Again, p. x4. explaining a Paſſage of Nou. 
tian, he has tlieſe Words, He never pretended 
70 an Equality qvith the Father, in reſpect of bis 
Original, -#nowing himſelf to be Second only. in 
order, not the fit ſt be of the en, 777 7i- 
aty. 
+ ar "Age it ſeems, never. - pretended: 10 an 
Equality with his Father,” in reſpect of his Origi- 
nal; this Conceſſion the force of Truth and the 
Hue 8 g e Senſe n from Wis 2 


the Sexrprury=TrINITY, for 


Who would expect to hear the fame Learned 
Gentleman aſſerting the "Son's Equality with 
the Father in every reſpect? This Inconſiſtency, 
if it be one; muſt be imputed to the Cauſe he 
eſpouſes. He adds indeed, but at a Son 10 a 

_ Father, which Alen together with the pre- 
ceding Words, amounts to this, Te Son is e- 
qual to his F ather in every reſpect, except in 
that reſpect wherein he is Unequal, vi. as @ 

Son to a Fatber. So that in the ſame breath 
the Son is declared equal to his Father in every 
reſpect, and yet inferior in E of Gen 8 


0 


Ub Jeſus Chriſt is niferine? to the Father i in 
oof pect of the natural Powers and Endowments 
of his Mind, which, however-capacious and 
extenſive they are, are ſpoken of as Inferior 
to and Dependent on'the Father. 

1. Our bleſſed Lord's Knowledge. was rf 
rior to the Father's, in that it was communi- 
cated to him by the F ather, and alſo in that i it 
is Limited, or in a lels Degree. 1 

His Knowle dge was derived to Him from | 
the Father, 

The Father's Knowledge is underived; 3 for 
as the Eſſence, ſo are the Attributes. 

The Son's Eſſence is derived by ente 
and therefore all his Powers and Range 
are derived too. Ax. I. Cor. III. 1 

It is very certain, ſays Dr. . N — 5 baer 
VII. p. 267. that the Son has his Knowledge 
and ID en: Ws ENG poles * es __ 


&+1 N 


ing aPaſlage in Inemaus, expreſſes himſelf thu 4 
"| 1 Anſwer is, that we are thereby 


ahe ſame Senſe as be hath ah bus. Natur | 


flance from the Father. by. 1000 „ 


Fhe ſame learned Gent. Def.p p- 106. explaia- 


to refer every thin to the Father, as this: . 
60 „ e of all things. To Him K 

* ought to be principally, and in the l Alan 
* aſcribed : Our Savior therefore himſelf 1 yiclds 
* to Him the Pre ference, as became Hime 
*© cially here on Earth: Not as if He knew ink... 
ee bat hecaufe: what He knew, He knew by, 
* Communication from the Father. 

But the Son's Knowledge was inferior tothe 


Father's, not only with reſpect to its Deripae 


tion, but alfa in Degree ; becauſe the San —_ 
knew leſs than the Father. 

Our Lord knew pat the time of the Day of 
which the Father had an exact 


ur e of Mark xiii. 32. 


| py needed a particular Revelation 
"Jnr God to him with the feveral 
Fates and Periods of his own Church. "Tims 
L's; 
jeſus increaſed in Wiſdom, Eule i li. 52. 
whereas the Father's Wiſdom i is ns” Ihe 
capable of Increaſe. | 
Dr. H- lays, Serwe, VII. p. 25 l. * The 
« Divine Logos, with the human Nature, af 
< ſancd the Agnorance, and other ien 
proper to it. 44 
And what wonder; for when the. Lagos 
agitated 2 human Body, it became ee 
be 


5 


| 


the SexterOrn- Pantry, 103 
| theLawsof Humanity, whereby the animating 
Spirit is much cramped in the Exetciſe of its 
Powers. A Child knows not What a Man 
does; for Reaſon gradually awakes, 'ocording 
to ſettled Laws of the bunten Conftirtlon 
I would not be thought to ſpeak diminutively 
of our Savior's Knowledge; for the Scripture 
afcribes to Him all the Treaſures of Wiſdom-and 
Knowledge, Col. ii. 3. A grand Expreſfion in- 
deed! But it ſhould be remiembred, that it 
Pleaſed the Father that a Fulneſ ſhould dwelt 
in Him, Col. i. 19. So that He derived it from 
the Father, and depends on Him for th Con- 
tinuance of it. 
2. Our Lende Power is + bon; to BR IG 
ther's, for it was communicated to Him by. the 
F ather as his Eſſence alſo was. 
Origen adv. Celſ. l. 8. p. 388. —— 90: 
ob i ,0poTepoy To TxTpos, . vioderr pw. _ 
Even all that inconceivable Stock of Power 
Heexerted in the Creation of the Univerſe, and 
ſtill exerciſes'in the Courſe of Providence, is 
from the Father, 
Heb. i. 2, 3. whom He mut the Worlde— 
Who (ſc. Chrift) being the Brightneſs or Efful- 
Fes of his Father's Glory, ' "a the expreſs— 
* the Subſtance vf Him (ſe. the Father) 
and nd Upbolding all things by the powerful Worduf 
Him (ie: the Father) having by Himfelf made a 
Purgation of dur Sins, &c, The Diſtinction 
between uren and uur ſhows that the far · 
mer ſhould: be accented cd not cores, See 
Mir. Fee ad l 6. bY eee 
Bp. 
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14. A Demonſtratios off, 
Bp. Pearſon on the Creed, p. 136. G 
making all th m_— by his Word, to whom He firſs 
communicated that Omnipotency, which 15 rhe. 
Cauſe of all things. ' © 4 oP 
Dr. Owen on Hebr. Vol. 2d. es 2d. * 
18. p. 21. So the Father is ſaid to make all things 
by Him——as acting bis Wiſdom and Power in 
Him, to whom they were commun cated by eter 


nal G eneration. 
To conclude, Does not Eu hins 504 the 


Power of the Son inferior to the Father's, tho 
ſuperior to all the Creatures; a Mean as it 
were between His and Theirs. De Laud. 
Confi. c. 11. p. 746. 1. ult. axorws o Tarzyales 
Xa beo Twy own peonv Twe ðpρε¹⁰ðmꝓͤ Na ei Ty 
ro fcoroyeror⸗ avſou A@you __ * Tart 9% 


v. 


Our Savior's ll was W or to the Fa- 
ther s, becauſe ſubject to it. 
Luke xxii. 42. Not > Wil, but thine be 


gone. © 
John v. 30. I fock not my 0wn Wil, but the 
. zl of the Father. 
Hence our bleſſed Lord performed a proper 
Obedience, Rom. v. 19. Phil. ii. 8. 
Novatian. c. 31. p. 730. A. Hirn aufem 


nibil ex arbitrio ſuo gerit, nec ex confilt 0 2 fas 


eit, nec @ ſe venit, ſed imperiis paternis om- 


nibus et preceptis obedit, ut quamvis probet il. 
lum Nativitas filium, tamen morigera obedien- 


tia aſſerat illum paternæ voluntatis, e quo eſt, 
miniſtrum: ita dum ſe patri in omnibus ob- 


„ Ae reddit, N fit et Deus, unum 
tamen 


, 3 
. os 7 3 


the SckiprURE-TRINIT Y. 10 5 
tamen Deum patrem de obedientia ſua of- 
tendit, ex 7 el ot ec traxit,. O. 17. 

P. 777. . 

Euſebius de keel bes. L 2. c. 75 p. 109. D. 
Zefa" TE xai' pov bret * Joga de Toy caulou 
Talepe, den 'avloy, xa: tal eri pa poh¹Eh⁵. 
2&1" cue tar ava) ep £V1,dpic"s,, on 
l UTWXGOS le xpis bereTou vic ſa. 8 


III. Our Saviot's 22 on from the Father is 
an Evidence of his Inferiority 1 id.. 
Our Savior Was ſent by the Father, a8 He 

himſelf declares. 

John xii. 4 Fur 7 hive not tenz my ſelf, 
15 15 e o ſent me, 25 5 2 
Command what Iſbould jay, c. ; 

From this Miſſion our Lord. 15 y Fut. Mart. 
ſtiled Aro go as well as Tios 6e Apol. p. 18. 
as alſo hs ra ANN rape To ra |pes rereſe- 
uevos, Dial, p. 409. | 

Jeſus Chriſt who before hi OE « was 
in Heaven, came down from thence; not to do 
bis ox Well but the Will of. Him that ſent 
Him, John vi. 38. From this and other Texts 
Euſeb. ue Eccl. Theol. I. 2. c. 7. p. L 10. B. rea- 
ſons thus, J wy aratſor, por ca uſo Tou -- 
17 Severin; Nr T ve 1s JoEns Tou 
Ta]pos' repiin0i, Sa Tov, Toy leer area 
Abyes, table dt amtrantar 

"Novation: c. 28. p. 721. B. AA, altem 
non ſuit Pater, ne Pater Cena 2 B 


| dum mittitar, 2 retur. Wr . 
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106 x* A Demonſiration of 8 
To the fame purpoſe, ſee Bp. Pearſon on the 


, 


Creedeypy e this Pre-eminence [viz 
ee of the Paternity may ſafely be grounded 
« the Congruity of the divine Miſſion, , We 
« often read that Chriſt was ſent—But we 
e never read that the 1970 was ſent at all, 
« there being an Authority in that Name, 
te which ſeems inconſiſtent with this Miſſion. 
As the Living Father hath ſent me, and 1 
e live by the Father [John vi. 5. ] faith our 
ee Savior, intimating that by whom He lived, 
« by Him he 1 therefore ſent by 
* him, becauſe he lived by him, laying his 
© Generation as the proper ground of his M. 
* fon——S0 that the Authority of ſending is in 


* the Father, &c. 


IV. All our Bleſſed Lord's Dominion and 
Authority was derived from the Father, there- 
fore He was inferior to the Fatber. 

The Derivation of his Authority follows 


CS : 


He who made him Head vver all things, Eyb. i. 


; ; 


ho . Bectvrune rx 167 
ut as out Lord's Do is d##ived, ſo 


it is neither Univerſal nor upretne 2s the F 2s 


ther's 34 3 6438 2 oe e 
Tis indeed vaſtly extenſive, even covextend- 
ed with the rational Creation. 

Euſebius Dem. Ev. I. 5. e 8. p. 44%; D. Bo- 
TefSws S Ty rg xpẽIu, Toy E avwlals m 
reper x Yeo xai xtpioy, xa TOU Sevlrpoy K U- 
elo, a He cv re raids, Tor de Tov be- 
Aoyov Toy Seviepor xupier, Twy wer or avloy αν 
Tolyv, oux Ell de ohεανν² XA TOU peiGovos. ou yap 
Tov Telpos %uptos, ode r TeIpes Os, o bees 
A, AAN Exarou tv clay Kat AGYOE at * 
Si N Porepus * r vs leer le, See ra fue | Xuptos 
ar beos 

De Ecci. Theol. |. 1. c. 20. p. 93. C. ern 
p, Te rarxa CY auT0U tere ro an τ e Naw, 
Tos Tour erig- Hie, es pl eas r VA, 

ue Tov EF TaAYTWy beor, E sj: 

But His Dominion is not therefore ab/ ure ely 
unverfah, becauſe of equal Extent with 5 Cre- 
ation. For an Univerſal Dominion, properly 
ſpeaking, is ſuch as extends over "all Pero 
whatſievr, orthout exception. © © © 

But fince God, who gave Jeſus Ciuiſt His 
extenſive Sway, muſt in all reaſon be exempted 
from the number of his Subjects, 1 Cor. xv. 27. 
our Lord's Dominion cannbt be Univerſal, and 


Y therefore not Supreme. 
His Right to rule us Men, 1 our Obliga- 


tion to an unlimited Obedience to him, is un- 
« ber who con- 


cConteſted; but fet us ever remer 
* ham Heir of alt things, Heb. i. z. and 


. . bigbhy 
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highly exalted him, giving him a Name above | 

every Name, Phil. ii. g. leſt when we confeſs _ 
by our Words and Actions that Jeſus Chriſt is 
Lord, we reſt in Him, and fo rob the Father, 
of whoſe Honour we. ought to be very AY T 
of his unalienable Glory. | 

The Primitive Fathers, at the ſame time they 
aſcribe to our bleſſed Lord a Juriſdiction over 

the whole Creation, take care to inform us, 
that this is not an Original but a derived Au- 
thority. _ 

Iren. c. Her. l. 3. c. 6. F. I. p. 180. "Filing 
gjus, qui Dominium "PE! a 3 fuo omnis | 
conditionis, &c. 

Tertull. adv. Prax. c. 4 p. 502. | $4 Ce 7 
qui filium non aliunde deduco, ſed de Subllantia | 
Patris, nibil facientem ſine. patris voluntate, 
omnem a Patre conſecutum poteſtatem Vi- 
demus 1gitur non obeſſe Monarchie filium.— ita 
eam, [ic. Monarchiam] nemo hoc nomine deſtruet, 
2 filium admittat, an & traditam eam a Patre, 
et à quo quandoque reftituendam Patri conſtat. 

Euſebius Dem. Ev. l. 5. c. 27. p. 253. A. 
9.“ wy #youpral oapyus Tapia ya Tept rh Sus 
vj, Tov T&Tpes xai Veou Twy Ay, x TO 
METH. TY TATE TIV KETE.TAYTOY Ty YEN 
r forte yeunrwr | e XX. I10ToTERY N. 
EAn@oT0s, ano atv. 

De Eccl. Theol. I. 1. c. 20. p. 88. "A's T1c-eu- 
oper Toivuy, ors Toy you: XY &T Wy 0 TAT1p, TAYvTv 
HeDoxev ev 75 yes autor [John iii. 35. erine- 
Aws e-=Tpegex Teo TW, TAYTHR, Tu r ven TY £ 
nenten, rer ref TING, org, O ou, * 


1 x 5 46 | 8 4 ? | lere 


n * l 
— . 3 1 


the Scxrervas-Tarnrry, 109 95 


ue Tus 70 Yau .TQu feov Tura ewe, #do4. r 


T 1s, E£vyQno ce oan NEL Saen ep v Toy Ta 


pos red ehre: Ty. TO oy ley h wy "Fate 
| . OY 

Conſider Mat. xi. 29. ——xxviii.. 16. Ae, 
i. 36. Heb. 1 li. 8. Phil. 11. 9. 


* ” 
3 f 


v. To N The Son's J own \ Confeflion 


puts his Inferioniey to the F ather paſt all Diſ- 
ute, 
l John xiv. 28. My Father i 10 greater than 25 
For in whatever reſpect the Father is greater 
or ſuperior to the Son, in that very reſpect the 
Son is /efs or inferior to the Father. 
Tertull. adv, Prax. c. 9. p. 504. D. Sie er 
Pater alius a Filio, dum Filio major. 
 Euſeb. Dem. Ev. Þ 5.6. 0... M81 þ * 
v tyap. Pno: xupios, . X.UPLOS. E&TECANKE ue, og 
xupi os oi ſos Tou g71 Tavilwy Deou Tpwlou, x21 @2N- 
bos xP aulou Te Tov. jpeoroyevous lou Avyov, 
* Twy Hr v & re lu, xf wy I Su- 
reg THY xupicy tai eleνν Tape, Tea Talpss 
o Tov Nov Aoyes S 5. C. 3. p. 221. 
B. c. 8. p. 232. D. 233. A.—c. 10. p. 236. 
A. See alſo l. 5. c. 11. P. 238. C. Nerreſal 7 


apa wy e Tas over Qeos xa Xuptos. le Toy Tak” | 


Baoixen wat Deov Twy c. ein d od los o po 
Riwvwy TOY beo Aoya,. o ape lor E rm 


Ayyeaumn een at 95 * xzlo 70 role * 
10 %. 


e avlzs ſi. orca e ob 
- Supe ayaprovs, Wn. c. 23. p- * ou Yap 


De Eccl. Theol, 1. 2. C. 7.5 p. 10g. Lok ans 


Juo 
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x w 4 Damon falta of 


Soo ned ouche $60 rape e 100 8 
oices eg toohifuins arlmapetayoperas wAAnMos ker | 


ch ſc. Eccleſia] So ode Je hes. 


Bp. Pearſon on the Creed, p. 13 4. From 5 
whence He whichwas equal [in theBp's Opinion "of 
even in that Equality confeſſeth q ries? 
his own] /aying, the Father is greater than I. 

But tho' the Son be inferior to the Father x 
yet the Grandeur of his Perſon, and his Benefi- 


cence towards us, command our higheſt 1 . 2 


ration, Eſteem and Gratitude. 
He is in Himſelf, the next to the Supreme in 


the Scale of Beings, which is what Clem. Alex. 


meant by To warw ra ion ph po te- nu. 
Strom. I. 7. p. 702. A. for obſerve his Climax. 


p- 70 1. Tevry xpuTICY jev e yn, artpwros o 


| Yeooefrparo E Os er ovparw, ayYyeros, 


re Actor rn d KaL aYIOTAETY XKAL KUPIOTETY 
X&1 HWYERONXOTRLTI x, [SALAIKWTETY Kal any. 
YETIXWTATY 7” Tou You QUuClts, 1) T0 [1000 rarro- 
xp Top pDονειεννννανν &c. 5 
e is to us, r aTavruy Twy ayaloy, bean- 
ur. Tou Ta&vYTXpaTpH ps, ET p. 704. | 
A. and again eVEpYETIXWTETI YN Tov You pet as 
before p. 702. | 
Therefore next to the Almighty 52 ather ler 
us Reverence and Love Him. 
If the Son be inferior to the Father, how 


comes Clem. Alex. adm. ad Gentes, p. 68. D. 


to repreſent Him as Equal? O inks Aso, o 


oa vep ra er rut heos, o r #noworn * rr Nr 


i * 


nee? 575 


| 


te Scxreruns-Tamr v. 111 


Is it as Men may. be made E 
Tertull. 4. Fejun. C. 6. p. 87. 


to God ꝰ 
r . hoe erit tem. 


Or as Tren. c. Her. l. 2. C. 25. 8 3p p. 163. 
Wye Homo, qui eft in infinitum minor { 1 ue 


ui nondum æqualis vel fmilis fit Fafori, 


If: any one from the conſideration of the In- 


| feriorits of the Son to the Father, think fit to 


call our Savior a Creature, meaning nothing 
by that Term, but a derived Being, of indefi- 
nite Powers, 10 
let me caution him in a friendly manner, leſt 
by an unguarded Application of the term Crea- 
ture to our bleſſed Lord, he inſenſibly enter- 
tains as low and diminutive an Idea of our great 
Deliverer as our Trinitarian Brethren have ge- 
nerally affixed to that Word. 

© The Scripture never applies the term FI 
ture to our Lord; God is ſaid to Beget ; z not. 
to Create Him. 

And the Fathers are for the moſt part c: cau- 
tious of ſaying, He was Created. 

Indeed, St. Ferom ſcruples not to fay, re- 
atus eft, in his Comment. on Job xxvi. 4. and 
Prov. viii. 22. Nor does St. Auſtin ſtick at 
 faying, He was created. Vol. 5. col. 413. C. 
Elegit in qua conciperetur, creavit de ua Creas 
retur. And col. 619. E. Creatus eff 
creavit. Both ches Fathers abharred the 
Thought of a proper Creation, and uſe the 


Term as looſely as when St. Auftin calls Tims 


Creature. Vol, 8. col. 457. and herein the 
dr Father is followed by a Jewiſh, "it 


dinate to the Firſt Cauſe, 


en quam 


of prime Note, 1 in More Nthebin; 


Part 2. C. 30. p. 275.. Tempus eſt ex numero Ore-* 
aturarum. and below | in the fame r eln 
Tempus fie Natu m. LB on. 

Dr. Water land ſays very juſtly, Serm. I. p. Wy / 
FW hate ver exiſted before any thi ng 7 N 


Was n0 Creature, as is manife Het of it felt. 
Accordin: gly the Fathers, who always e 


preſſed their pious Gratitude to their Savior in 
very | honourable Terms, and are herein worthy 
of our Imitation, .catcfally., diſtinguiſh Tiles 
from the Creature. 

1. As exiſting before all Creatures, therefore 
himſelf not one of them. © 4 

Fuſt. Mart. Dial. p. 270. #AXe vt ro 
ovTl &770 TOU TaTpos TpoBAnberyerrnpe. Tpo Tay 
Toy TWwv ron x aun Tw TETpi——orr xa 
apyn Tpo ] r rue TT @vTo X&t 
ern Uo 'Tw tou gyeytrvutw. and p- 38 
2 vouTes auToy TpwTATOXOv EV TOO beov, x cx Tpo 
TavTWY TWY * ,n 1p. 353. 1. 21.— 
p. 414. l. 14. K T1 Ynαã D o ToU Te 
Tpas TouTo 20 ve, Tpo TayT@y FA ws Twy 


dd no nd o Aoyos E'nAov.” \> n 


. 8. I. p. 243. Non 
enim ſolum ante Adam, ſed et ante omnem con- 


ditionem ghrificabat 7 erbum Patrem aum. * 
St. Chry/o ot. T. 2. p. $67. "Dy romrnt To ra 


,“ Tavtws ty. 2 
2. He Was a God 70 every. r a ad 


therefore no Grete? 27 101198. a 
Novatian. e 1 19. P. 71 bh ns 


1 "4 . 


+ % | * * * 2 
. b 1 
* | | 9 &... £ns C 
* 2 y 5 d : „ X * 2 - 1 
6 ws 5 - a . * 
y Deus conſtitutus eſſe 1 
N v : —_— r 2 FF 4 
2 7% * 1 9 24 i * A: C5 . * + # 4 L -F Rs - * 


Generation) you 


li [4% ac our orTwy —ojh0tas v Aormors xTIC- ” 


AG Erevan. p · 67. A. | FF 
Let us always endeayour to promote in our 
Minds the higheſt Eſteem and Gratitude for 
him, to whom, under God, we owe all the 


Happineſs we enjoy now, or hope far hereale 


ter. But yet as on the one hand, in point of 
Gratitude to fo ſingular a Benefactor, we ſhould 
heartily rejoice in the Honour God has exalted 
him to in the higheſt Heavens; ſo on the o- 
ther hand, in point of Duty to our God and his 
God, we ſhould not dare io adorn even a dying 
| Redeemgr with the incommunicable Glories 

of his God and Father... © oh ers 
py 4 A „ 


duties 


tes this place of Novat ian. 


I rr. 113 


N 


114 4 Demonft ration of 
CororLr. If Jeſus Chriſt be inferior to the 8 
Father, He wants thoſe Qualifications, which 
render the Father his Superior; conſequently 


He is not'poſſe/s'd of all Perfettions, and there- 7 
fore i: is not Py God. 


PROPOSITION N. 


4 he Holy Spirit is Inferior zo the 1. 


ther and the Son. 
J. E i 1s inferior to the Father. ES 
1. As He is the Minifter of the Fa- , 
ther in che Revelation of his Will to Mankind. 
1 Cor. 11. 10.- God hath revealed them wnto us 

by the Spirit. 
2. The Holy Spirit intercedes with the Fa a- 
ther for the Saints. Rom. viii. 26, 27. 
This is not only an Evidence of king Per- 
ſonality, but alſo of Inferiority to the Father: 
for it were a Diminution to the Father to in- 
tercede with the Spirit: and there muſt be 
ſome Pre-eminence where there is place for 
Derogation; as Bp. Pearſon on the Creed, ar- 
gues in another Caſe. p. 48. 13 | 
. he Holy Spirit 1 is at the diſpoſal 61 the 
Father. 7s | 
As being given by Him. John xiv. 16 
And 1 will pray the F ather, and Le will gre ve N 
anotber A. vocate. Te | 


| 


zhe Scxreruns-Tamiry. uw 4 


And as being. /ent John xiv. 26. 
But the bow. Eh, 150 Vit, whom the 
Father will ſend in my Name. © 

There muſt be wa Inferigrity expreſd by 
the Terms give and end; elſę the Spirit might 
as properly be ſaid to give or 2 the Father as 
the Father Him, which is a Abſurdity ſurely 


no one will maintain. 
1 might add, that the. Split, according to 


Bp. Bull, has this Evidence of Inferiority in 
common with the Son, that He owes his O 
riginal to the Father as the Ayn, or Firſt 
Cauſe of all things. See Def. Fid. Ne Sea. IV. 
c. 4. F. 7. P. 250. Ruod quidem Principium 
unicum ales . ex quo Filius & Spiritds ane. 


tus Originem þ abent... 


* The Holy "EN is ter to TY Son." 

1. He is repreſented as at the Diſpaſal of the 
Son, as being /ent by Him, from the Father. 

John xv. 26. When the Advocate comes, whom 
Twill [ſend unto you from the Father. _ 

IVL.7 If £ depart 1 will ſend him unto 

2. As it is expreſſly denied of the. 
Spirit, that he ſhould ſeat of himſelf; foi it 1 
expreſlly aſſerted of Him, that he ſhould ſpeak 
what he ſhould hear, that he ſhould recei ve of 
Chriſt's and ſbeu it to the Diſciples; or in other 
words, that he ſhould receive his Meſſage © or 


Cm from Chriſt. Jobn xvi. 13, 14. © 
, Whey, it is ſaid, Het zould r i what He 


SENT TIE bs. 2 


12 _ the 


X *Y * 


— PDA — — — 


as 4 Dean. 


the Sun; the which, Hy 8 Dr. 4 vb," 
God, he "cannot ckbe wi do 'thim by. Tertivih 
his Bſence from the Son ? Vol. 2. Serm. 20 


P f, is lat Expreſſion 'of Dr. Barrie 35 1 
of cke Spirit's s receivihg his Eſſence from the Jon, 
brings to my mind te following Paſſage 
which I ſhall lay before the Reader r his 2 
ſidetation. : FE” 5 
_ Origen. Com. in 5b. p . 56. B | Abelegld, 11 5 
bels ores Tov, Tavis . eulou 150d e Ka! 
To rE⁰ν⁶To ayiov $1 & [f. s e'yeve 0” 215 
at Yb oh Tw pes HI Yerntoy ce ,, 
K YpονL̃ v To, TAYTH Fr k ryebe ro, * 
yayxzior mapadetagyu ori r 4 ri N 5 
Tou Aoyou EYEveTo, = Tap aro Tou 
Aoyov TvyXavorros.. See alſo p. 56. E. and | 
e adv. Prax. c. 4. p. 502. *  Shiri- | 
tum non aliunde puto, guam 2 Putre per 78 
num. Fo 
Euſebius de Eccl. Theol. 3. C. 6. p. 174. 8. 
0 Se Tis, pores Tarpirn Herr re reo, 
rom xix os &v e x nα⁰ 7 roi Nr n- | 
Twy r —xai dn xa a — rus Tou'Tape- 
* A uTepteus. and p. 175. A. 70 Je Tap p- 
ö rreuh a, cure beo, ouTe 1%“ Tay. 1 
robo Tia mpos, ohe⁰ Tw uw Kai avro Thy 9. iy. 
ap. ur ge 21 r Jia rou You  Yeropceruy 9 
| HE» or fs Tarra J. auTou ayerero, | 
_ "However, tho' the Fathers don't Uſtially ex- 
: preſs themfelves in this manher, 'they plat y 
maintain the Spirit 8 95 riority to che Son; 


To 


E 
8 _ 


Put pas d: oY ee neues lake 

nit er ery Salle. I ISR 

ES eee ee 
4 . af 


; bi I 4 
11 „ AF 


fe e ad. ordinate De Ng 

Wen . Pot. CELL do 50 d When 
2 * Phrhrlerum f W You & Path ale 
nn, u tert dum vr hν,,ml in PW 
cleto, eee Efie "ONS: 
ric ob/e: « cap? 8 548. D. 


"Sal CY 
actifitt Ne 2 ergo Ja am N | 
Chriſtus eſt; quoniam nec Paracletus 4 U 
2 niſi minor Chrifio Met. AM an, 
iſto Paracletus— 
Dr. — A referring to his Paſſage 3 in os 
watian; allows Chrif tb be at Naſt e OE, 
in ſome ſenſe, greater than the Holy Ghoſt. 
Ser. MI. p 5 1. See allo 2d Def p. I 
have not [rupled, tags he, after Cy prian, No- 
. vatian, Athanaſius, Bail, 20 others, an my Ser- 
mons, 40 2 that p gon Son 15 971 ter How the 
9 3 * Chriſt is * . to thie 
Pather, Prbp. VIH. and the Hely Spirgt Infe- 
ior to me Son, Prop. IX. it follows that the 
Hay Spirit is much tote infefior b tie Fa- 
ther, conſequently ät a greater teffleve From 
Proper Godhead; WI d aer . . 
e De L ou dh 


— . —. ̃ ͤU— III 


— h Eminence, Dignity, and Majeſty, muc : 


| Father and his only-begotten Son, 


The Holy Spirit ae is a aPerſon/of Ve 


fperor to any Angel or Archangel, , or. any 
Perſon whatſoever, excepting God. he 


Let it then be conſidered, with which 1 1 ſhall . 


conclude this Propoſition, that however great 


and glorious, however mighty and powerful, hows 
ever wiſe and knowing, however venerable and 
adorable, This ut is, and. however intimate 


with and united to God the Father, whoſe Spirit 


He is; yet all that He is, and all "that He gy 
| is to be referred to Chriſt as the Author and 


Fountain of it. See Dr. . — d, Serm. VI. 
P- 193. a Hf ; 


IX... 


PROPOSITION *. 
The Father of Fe fu US Chriſt, and He ; 


* alone, is God. = 


15 H E ker is Superior te to ho f 
Prop. VII. and to the Spirit, Prop. | 


Therefore the Son and wats are excluded 
from Godhead by Def. I. Cor. V. as Inferiors. 


Since every Inferior wants that Perfection, 


which conſtitutes another his Superior. But | 


God has all poſſible Perfections. 3 
By 


tbe Scaryrony-TrnITy. 119 


By Ax. II. God is either all three Perſons ; 
or only one of them. 5 

If the One God be all three Perſons, He. is a 
Compound of three Spirits, o of which are 
inferior to the Third, but this is an Abſurdity. 

If the One God be one only of the Three, it 
muſt be the Father; becauſe He is faperior to 


the reſt, and the other Twi 100 are e excluded as De 
Jr - 


II. The Father is the evident: Auth or 
Firſt Cauſe of all things, and therefore God, by 
Der I. G. I. 

The Son is not the Firf Cauſe ; for tho our 
blefied Lord be ſpoken of as the Maker of all 
things, Job. i. 3. Col. i. 16. Yet we know 
the Father made the Worlds by the Son, Heb. 
i. 2. and created all things by Him, Eph. 
iii. 9. Le 

| Hence I infer, 

1. That the Son can be but a Miniftring or 
Secondary Efficient Cauſe. Def. I. Cor. III. 

Conſult Clem. Alexandrinus's reaſoning from 
Plato. Strom. I. 5. p. 598. C. D. . 

Origen. c. Celſ. I. 6. p. 317. AgyorTes Tov e 
Tpogego Snpioupyor ever Tor uv Tov Ueov Aoyor, 
gd ore pet νjpν ο ονο o X00 (h0U, T2v de p 
ro Aoyou, TW TpoqeTayevdi Tw uw EaVTOoL No) W 
TINT! TOY KOT LO, erat TpaTWs a rs See 


p. 308. 
Eꝛuſebius Eccl. 2 jp. J. 1. c. 2. P+ 5. Tov he. 


TIaTepa xai THYTYN Hoxywy ws ay TaYWyERona, 
fagiArie ebf Tmpopenlorrer Toy J's rob 


J eu- 
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el etusia Yar Aονοο , Ta 
Tateow vroupyouyla. See p. 7. II. 
This Secondary Efficiency or Miniſtration of 
the Son to the Father in the work of Creationy - 
is. not only maintained by the Fathers, but ar- 
gued from the Prepgſſtiom dia, which they 
reckon expreſſive of the 70 vTupalizax Tov ue 
Euſebius de Eccl. Theol. I. 1. 6. 20. p. 83. D. 
Agywy J I avlov yeyerynodtai | forte yeyarnar 
Sau, | role prev Tov X00 pron, Tols de Ta Tayla, 20 
 urnpelizor Tov Neou Tapnon deu Yu o 
Buayy. ara, vl vir avlov gyertla. xa que 
bis, xa 0 200pos ur” avlov gyerela guy, ur aulay, 
£02, «AA I ae nv. ta nay d α e 
ru Tor aAw! Tank Tov Telpos auiulgy. | 
L. 2. c. 14. p. 122. B. ov yep vin” quloy, qu- 
er, ud eg aulov 74, mark yeermgdat anae 
$i avlov. nde, Jie; Tpebeas To urn ona 


yet. = - 8 

2. That the Father is Primary Efficient or 
Firſt Cauſe of all things. 1 
Dr. W—d Def. p. 183. ſays, The Fa- 
ther is primarily, and the Son ſecondarily or im- 
mediately Authar of the World. HD on 
Euſeb. Eccl. Hiſt. I. 1. c. 2. p. 5. ſtiles the 
Son, Tor Twr-enarluy Tur . bnjiauey gh, 
Tax Jeb lego ele Toy rp N Aw, wiljay. and 


* 


* 


p. 6. he ſtiles the Father 7a zgwray Tg aAur in 


I go one ſtep further, as Chriſt is the Author 4 
ar Cauſe of the Univerſe, Col, i. 16, ſa the Fa- : 
de is the Author or Cauſe of the Son, Jahy | * 
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v. 57. and therefore without doubt che Firſt 
Cauſe. 1 

Eꝛuſeb. Dem. Ev. 1. 4:0. 3. p. 147. D. 0 Je 
| 2 TpdvTapye ro %% Kl T5 YEIETERS av 
Tou ο e, 7 Heeres Elo nv. ddl > e 
xa tao re nai mpulcs, ws Tel, EI T 
Tou you GVFagews ailios, oben eis TunmrAnpwdiy 
T1s cure Horne Teps Tov you N. o 
de ws 55 eiT0U es ties, q euro ob £519. H 
 nabeqmur, maps Tov EY Xa! To eat, &. 
Telogd's avaigan@ur. 

De Ecel. Theol, I. 2. e. 14. p. 121. D. ond 
c, Y YT Tov ayerntor 1a XYAPH0Y" RAAR TOY 
et auT0uU QUITH x ** 1 roy 75 
vemana See alſo c. 7. p. 199. 

Novatian. c. 31. p. 729. D. 7 — utique 
| procedens ex. Deo fecundam Perſonam efficiens, 

fed non * illud patri, quod unus oft Deus. 

The Holy Spirit is not the Firſt.Cauſe; for 
if the Son made the Spirit (of which the Scrip- 
ture makes no expreſi mention) the latter is a 
Derivative Being, and ſo not the Firſt Cauſe 
which is underiyed. And if the Son did not 
make the Spirit, ſince the latter has derivative 
Powers, He is a derivative Being, and therefore 
alſo not the Firſt Cauſe. Ax. I. Cor. III. 

The Derivation of his Powers appears from 
Prop. VII. and IX. and the Derivation of his 
Perſon is allowed by Bp. Bull, in the above 


cited Place. Dif at N Seck. IV. e. 8 7. 
pe 2 50. = 
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4. 4 


4, A * 7 Demonſtration cj 


UI. The Father alone is 5 Fo: 
This follows from his being the Fi Cauſe, 
andi is a Perfection en om the Peg 
Zo J. Car. I. 
The Son has a derivative Exiſtence, as being | 
Begotten. Ax. I. Cor. II. 
Novatian. c. 17. p. 717. 2 8 aa enim 
6, ies ex Deo patre Deum eſſe meminiſſet, nun- 
quam ſe Deo patri aut comparavit aut contu- 
8e Wyn memor ſe eſſe ex ſuo patre, ef hor ipſum 
2 guod eft, habere fe quia pater deiliſſet. 

C. 31. p. 730. A. Nunc autem quicquid 
«eſt, non ex ſe et, quia nec innatus eſt; ſed ex 
« patre eſt, quia genitus eſt——patri ſuo origi- 

nem ſuam debens, diſcordiam Divinitatis de 
numero duorum Deorum facere non potuit 
qui ex illo, qui eſt unus Deus, originem naf- 
ce cendo contraxit. | | 
The Holy Spirit has derivative Powers, glo- 
rious however beyond Conception; and there- 
fore is a derivative Being. Cor. zd. Ax. I. 
Since then the Son and Spirit are both de- 
ri ved, the Father alone can be underived and 
conſequently God. FE 
Bp. Pearſon on the Creed, p. 40. ce It is moſt 
© reaſonable to aſſert, that there is but one 
« Perſon, who is from None; and the ver 
« Generation of the Son and Proceſſi on of the 
Holy Ghoſt undeniably prove, that neither 
« of theſe Two can be that Perſon—it follow- 
< eth therefore that this Perſon is the Father, 
« which name Peaks nothin 1 of Dre 
-- ' CC nor 


i 40 
» ty 


3 
. 
be Schl bas-Tamir) „ I88. 
« nor ſuppoſeth any kind of Priority in ano- 
ther. From hence tis dee os, the Bp. 
« that the name God, taken abloſhtely is often 
te in the Scriptures ſpoken of the Fuller, Joh. 
* 141. 16. 2 Cor, xi. 14. ] and generally where- 
e ſoever Chriſt is called the Sor of God, or the 
Mord of God, the name of God is to be taken 
particularly for the F ather, becauſe He is no 
« Son but of the Father. From hence He is 
<« ſtiled, One God, 1 Cor. viii. 6. Eph. iv. 6. 
« the true God, 1 Thef. i. g. the only true God, 
Joh. xvii. 3. zhe God and Father of our Lord 
5 55 Cbrift, 2 Cor. i. 3. Eph. , 3. 
Dr. /———g 2d Det. p. 54. allows that 
the Name of God or only God has been empha- 
| tically and more peculiarly appropriatedto Him, 
_ viz. the Father. If you aſk him why ſo, he'll 
tell you, chiefly as 875 wt Peri and Head 


of the other two. 


ret . 
» 


IV. The Father is 35 Oricinat and Supreme 
Governor of all things, and therefore God by 
Deer 

The Father is the Fountain off all that Au- 
thority and Dominion the Son is inveſted with. | 

If by Fudgment, John v. 22, be meant Rule 
or Sway, the Father committed it all to the 
Son; but if it be meant of the Judicial Proceſs 
of the laſt and great Day of Judgment, the Fa- 
ther ordained ihe Son to be Judg 6 'of the Living | 
and the Dead, All. x. 42 ii. It, Nom. 
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Twas n putal things under Chriſt's 
feet, 1 Cor, xv. 2 , 26 — made Him Head 
over all things, E þ. i. 22. and gave all things 
into his hand, John iii. 35.—Xiii. 3. So that 
our Savior's Dominion is derived, and therefore 


ſubordinate to that of the F ather, who muſt 


conſequently be the only Original and N 


Ruler, even of the Son himſelf. 


To this purpoſe, ſee 


Fuſt. Mart, Dial. p. 414. ours &AAos arbpw- 


h ede To Tear. f, x &ppnTey Kupior TWY α 


TWy &TAHS, KaLguTU TOY N h,Ss . 

Tren. c. Her. I. 5. c. 18. p. 316. Ipſe ef enim 
gui uni verſorum poteſtatem habet a Patre, quo- 
niam Verbum Dei, et Homo'verus. | 


So that if Chriſt be Ac c ,οn Th X TATE WS 


Beoimevs. Euſebius E. H. E 3:'Þ, 19. 
IS T& PevTeperc TS X&T& TNAvTWy Baalhac TE 
X&1 apyns EmTETICWUREvS. C. 2. p. 6. 

The Holy Spirit never has Dominion aſcribed 
to him in Scripture, much leſs ome Do- 
minion. 

Neither do I ever find him called God in the 
Holy W ritings. 

As to Acts v. 3, 4. conſult Dr. Cl. Seripr. 


Deftr. p. 12. and Com. on 40 ſelec Texts, &c. f 


P. 73- 
| 22 de Eccl. Theol. l. „ 176. A. To 
He Tapatnro ret, OuTE eos, out . ene 
RE 5x Tov rel pos 09s 7 i, &c. 
Tertull. indeed, calls the Spirit Deus adv. 
Prax, c. 13. p. 507. C. Pater Deus, et Filias 
245, ef Spiritus Sanctus Deus et Deus unuſe 


qu Jane 70 


2 % - 


„ 


te — Faint ry, fag 


quifque=—e. 30. p. $18. D. Hic interint ac. 
ceptum u patre as effudit Spiritum Sandtum, b 


| der tium nomen orig; 1-4 as tertlium 


ha and 35 Son unto the Holy 22 

To conclude: Since the Holy Spirit has 10 
Dominion aſcribed to him in Scripture, and the 
Son only à ſubordinate one; it follows that the 


Father 1 4 the Original and e Oovernor 


of all things. 


v. The Father is repreſented in Scrip 
the Cod as well as che Father of our Lord: Jeſus 
_ Chriſt +5 

I. By Chriſt Himpel, Joke: xx. 17. 1% 


cend unto my Father and your Father, and iu my 


God and your God. 

2 By St. Paul, Rom. xv. 6. 2 Car. L 3.— 
xi. * Eph. i. 3, 17. Col. i. 3. Heb. i. 8, . 
. By St. Peter, 1 Pet. i. 3. Bleſſed de 5 
God and Father of our Lord Feſus Chriſt. 


Buy St. Fohn, Rev. i. 6. ind hath made 


us Kings and Priefts to his God and Father. 
This is alſo the Language of the Fathers. 
Fuft, Murt. Dial. p. 41 3. os ut Tov 271-05 
Kr pie Kupios £9, ws TETHp Me bees, c N 
QUT Tov eval naa Sura w, xa Ken N pw. 
 Tertull. adv. Prax.:c.28;p. 51% D. Aen. 
ds ad Patrem meum. et Deum meum 
0 2 KITE, 275 5 e 9 
| Euch. 


» K+ v4 Y g 
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re: 
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Euſeb. de Eccl. Theol. I. 2. c. 7. p. rog..D. 
. evtou. 
| maTeps. Mifagxe gr as gnoi [ John xx. 17.— 
o u, Sn be xaimmaThY[P Kai aurou Tu ye Oeos wy 
SerxevoTaL.. oe Te xa: r x&: Me- 
Cer TW ceurov re repa, der c, x πννονNꝝ³e ri · 
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VI. Chriſt the faithful and true Witneſs ex- 
preſſly aſſerts the Father to be not only God; z 
but the only true God, 

John xvii. 3. Thrs 1s eternal Life, that they 
may know thee the only true God, and Him, 
whom thou haſt ſent, Jeſus Chriſt. 
Here our Savior expreſſly diſtinguiſhes him- 
ſelf from the only true God, his Father, ver. 1. 
by another Character, viz. his Miſſion from 
the Father, and yet by a ſtrange kind of Logic, 
Novatian c. 24. p. 722. D. endeavours from 
this very Text (Jobn xvii. 3.) to prove the Deity 
of Chriſt, but to find his Notion of our bleſſed 
Lord's Divinity, turn to c. 9. p. 711. C. Eadem 
regula veritatis docet nos, credere ſoſt patrem e- 
tiam in filium Dei Cbriſtum Feſum Dominum 
Deum noſtrum, ſed Dei filium, hujus Dei qui 
et unus et ſolus eft, conditor ilicet rerum om- 
nium— Hunc enim Feſum Cbriſtum iterum di- 
cam hugus Dei juliun— 

Eujeb. Dem. Ev. l. 5. c. 17. p. 244. C. No- 
vor tyouy &Anivoy beo ggodpa evarims amoxan 
Toy T&TEpX, To TpPITNXEv ,v oe Th - 
yervnTw pu, Us AUTO HXOVG nai xa remntta, 
ol beet * ri cuouo t. | 5 

„ 
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St. Paul ſtiles the Father, the one GO of 
whom are all things, in contradiſtinction to Je- 
ſus Chriſt the ane Lord «4 whom are all ae, 
x Cor. viii. 6. 

Dr. V. atefand does not 8 the the one 
God in this Text ſtands both for Father and 
Son, but for the Father only, as one Lord is 
alſo taken there perſonally. far the Son only. 
Def. p. 9.24 Def. p. 55. 

Eph. iv. 6. The Apoſtle calls the F aches the 
one God and Father of all, who is above all, &c. 
as expreſſly diſtinguiſhed from the one Lord, 
ang the one Spirit, mentioned ver. 4, 5. 

In this Text the Title of one Lord is adept 
as much appropriated to Jeſus Chriſt, as that 
of the one Gal is to the Father. 80 that as Je- 
ſus Chriſt the one Lord is excluded from being 
the one God; fo the one God, the Father, is ex- 
cluded from being the one Lord, and that for a 
very good reaſon, becauſe *twas God that made 
7 Lord as well as Chriſt. Acts ii. 36. 

To conclude; Does not St. Peter ſtile the 
Father of Jeſus Chriſt he God of Abraham, - 
and of Iſaac, and of Jacob, the God of our Fa- 
thers, the Jews, Acts iii. 13? and does not our 
Lord intimate that his Father was God of the 
Jews, Jobn viii. 54? 

No the God of Aral; e was: the - 
God of the Jews, and the God of the Jews was 

the only true God; therefore the Father ** Our 

Lord Jeſus Cbriſt is the only true God. 

_ *» Sincetthen the Father is ſuperior to the Gan 
and Spirit; ; fince He! is beni Author and 
0 1u- 
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ſupreme Governor of the Univerſe; Gia He is is 
the e God as well as the Father of Jeſus Chriſt, 
nay the only. true God, He is God, in the ſenſe 
of Def. I; and conſequently He alone, by. 


CokoL L. If the Father alone be God, the 8on 
and Spirit, being diſinct Perſans from Him, 
are excluded from proper Divinity; but N 
In nferior to Him, much more ſo. h 


Thus I have endeavoured to prove from holy 
Scripture, that the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Spirit are three diſtinct whe: Wwe which the 
Father only 7 is God. 


Now let the Recor try, 5 conſiſtent 
Ideas he can form of the following Propoſitions, 
whereby our Trinitarian Brethren expreſs their 
Sentiments about this Momentous a. of the 


Trinity. 
I. God is three Per ſons. Dr. W-——4 Def. 


11 a word Perſons expreſſes no arri 
Idea, the Propoſition has no Prædicate, and 
therefore nothing is affirmed of the Subjeck. 

If it ſignifies Iubelligent Agents; viz. Spirits, 
then the Propoſition will be reducible to this 
inconſiſtent one. 5 
God, or the One inte e Az one: or Bpixis, 
2 of all poſſible Punfictiont, is three rell 


gent + ha or Shirt. N 
By 


the Sexryrurt-TRINTY., I 29 

By this Propoſition [ take leave to place ano» 

chow of like import. | 

Each divine Perſon is an individual PR IP | 
Agent: But as ſubſifting in one undivided Sub. 

\ fance, They are all together, in that reſpect, 
but one undivided intelligent Agent. Dr. Hoo 
Def. p. 350- 

=_ 1 atts, Christ. Do#. of the T TOY Prop. 
XIII. p. 143. allows the word Perſon ſignifies, 
in the common Language of Mankind, one fingle 
intelligent voluntary Agent, or a Princi ole of. Ben 
tion that has Underſtanding and Will. This uſe 
of the word Perſon would not ſuit his Hypo- 
theſis, and therefore he uſes it in a Jenſe near 
akin to the common ſenſe of the Word. But — 
that Senſe is he does not inform us; on 

general is ſatisfied, if we will a//ow fuch a 2 

ſtinctbion between the ſacred Three, as is ſufficient 

pport their diſtinèt C daraciers and Offices 
felt to them in Scripture : and this is all that 
he means by . the word Perjon, p. 145, 
146, and Pref. p. v 

When ſuch conſiderable Writers, give us ſuch 
inaccurate Explications of their Terms, we 
muſt not wonder that Authors of inferior Abili- 
ties put us off with mere unmeaning Words, 
Ex. Gr. 

Porfinalites! in abſtracto non eſt reale aliquod 
Ens. ſed Modus poſitionis entis, ultimo ter mi- 
nans et complens naturam fubRantialem, ac ith 
Ane incom municabilitatem.  Marckii M edulla 
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To conclude: The word Perſon is a plain 
Engliſh Word ; and ſhould either not be uſed 
at all, or uſed in its true and proper Senſe. As 
Dr. /——4#4 would have it in another Caſe. 


! 


Def. p. 217. 


II. Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, are three 
Perſons, every one ſingly God, and all together 
one God, Dr. W—— 4 Serm. VIII. p. 331. 
2d Def. p. 314. C67 +. es ne 
God is a Spirit, Def. I. therefore if each Per- 
ſon be God, each Perſon is a Spirit; confequent- 
ly the three Perſons are three Spirits: and there- . 
fore three Gods, not one God. Jult as three 
Perſons, each of whom is a Man, would be 
three Men, not one Man. 1 
T know the Author of the firſt Dialogue de 
S. Trin. Athan. Vol. 2 p. 159, won't allow Pe- 
ter, Paul and Timothy to be three Men, becauſe 
St. Paul looks on Chriſtians as all one in Chriſt _ 
Jeſus. 5 : 
 ANOM. N Aeyes Oeolnla xairpas vrore- 
oas. OPO: ws Ie ſpco X%&l IIA x. To eO 
peis uro αν is xa Een arbpwrolys. AN. ouvxouy 
pets OS OPO. un yevoiro e. AN. e ol 
471 c VTIGaTES, ws Tiepou xaillevacv xaili- 
uobeou, a rp yup avbpwro, [1eIpos x 
I1&vAgs xai IIAcbeos. OPO. x ſα Tai Vet ypa- 
Pas, ovxehk odds avlo Tpas p %’. Ev Yap 
pie Incou oux #11 apo xai lyav, our en EA 
X&1 lous k, our Evi SQUAGs Kat edu bs pcs, * AN ⏑’ 
r ſec eU X pig ev eopey. (a Citation from Gal. 
iij. 2 8. memor iter ) AN. out fi ouy git Tpes, Ile- | 
ro 
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pos al Tlabdes N! ebe OD. pet 4669 
60 U5 * ANN o pets arbpo mei, 3233 

But ſince Dr. Cave in the Life of Athanaſi 2 
p. 196. reckons theſe Dialogues among the ſup- 
poſititious Works of that Author, the Reader 
may lay what ſtreſs he pleaſes on this Cita- 
tion. 
But does not the Notion of OR Perſons 
making all together the one God claſh with the 
Simplicity of the Divine Being? Does it not 
repreſent the one God as a Compound made up 
of Father, Son and Holy Spirit, as its Conſti- 
tuents? whereas God is a moſt fmple or uncom- 
pounded Being. Def. J. Cor. II. and Def. II. 
Cor. IV. | 

D. — thinks the Logos, the Soul, and 
the Body, all go to make up the Perſon. the 
one compound Perſon of Chriſt. 24 Def. p. 368. 
So, mutatis mutandis, muſt theſe Gent. fay, 
The Father, the Son and Holy Ghoſt, all go 
to make up the one God, the one uncom- 
pounded or ſimple Being Gel God. But is 
not this an expreſs Contradiction? Can three 
diſtinct intelligent Agents or Spirits, go to make 
up the one ſimple intelligent Agent or Spirit, 
whom Chriſtians ought to adore as the one 


God? 


But further, Wes not this Notion copja 
God a Compound of widely 9; rfferent and une- 
qual Ingredients or Conſtituents?  * 

The Father is Self- exiſtent, the Son and Spi- 
rit derived Beings, and poſſeſſed of derived Pow- 
ers, and both of them inferior to the Father. 

R 2 SS 
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So that, God is a Compound of Derived and 
Underived, Superior and InferiorBeings. But 
Derivation and Inferiority are inconſiſtent with 
Deity; Ax. I. Cor. II, and Def. I. Cor. V. 
Surely then Derived and Inferior Perſons; that 


18, Perſons poſſeſſed of what is inconſiſtent with 
Godhead, can't be Conſtituents of the one God. 


III. The Father is God, the Son God, and the 
Holy Ghojt God, and They are the One God. Dr. 
* 42d Def. p. 424. 
If the Father tegether * a the Son and Spi- 
rit be God, how comes it to paſs, that the Fa- 
ther alone is called God, that the Son alone is 
called God, and the Holy Ghoſt alone (accord- 
ing to them) i is called Cad 15 8 | 
The way to know whether the word Got 
be uſed in the fame Senſe, in the ſeveral parts 
of this Propoſition, is to ſubſtitute the Defini- 
tion of God in the room of the word it ſelf. 
Thus God ſignifies @ Spirii al Poſſible Per- 
Fections. 
Now making the proper Subſtitution, the 
Propoſition above will run thus. 
he Father is a Spirit of all poſſible perfec- 
tions, the Son (being a diſtinct Perſon) is ano- 
ther Spirit of all poſſible, &c. the Holy Spirit 
(being another Perſon) is another Spirit of all, 
Sc. And yet They, viz. Father, Son and Holy 
Ghoſt, are the one God, viz. the one Spire of 
all Wl poſh — | : 


5 * 
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Now the Son and Spirit are not Spirits of all 
poſſible Perfections, being derived Beings of 
derived Powers and inferior to the Father. 
And to ſay, the Father, Son and Holy Spi- 
rit are each of them a Spirit, &c. that is, all 
together are three Spirits, &c. and yet but one 
Spirit, &c. is a flat Contradiction. Now *tis 
an allowed Maxim that neither Reaſon nor 
Revelation requires us to believe plain Incon- 
ſiſtencies. N i 
If it be ſaid the word God is uſed in two 
Senſes tho in the ſame Propoſition, this poſſi- 
bly may remove the Contradiction; but why is 
this practiſed in violation of the eſtabliſhed 
Rules of ſound Reaſoning, which requires the 
ſame Word to be uſed in the ſame ſenſe? 
It is urged the word Ged is. ſometimes 
taken eſſentia/ly and ſometimes per/onally, Dr. 


. 4 Def. p. 34 9. 
But what neceſſity for this Confuſion in the 
very ſame Sentence? could it not be avoided 
without manifeſt detriment to the Cauſe? 
This Diſtinction is juſtly cenſured by Bp. 
Pearſon, when applied to the Creed, and in my 
mind 'tis equally abſurd when applied to Scripe 
ture. | 5 SE En | 
In vain, ſays the good Biſhop, is that vulgar 
Diſtinction applied unto the Explication of the 
Creed, whereby the Father is confidered both 
perſonally and eſſentially ; Perſonally, as the 
firft in the glorious Trinity, with relation and 
eppoſition to the Sen; Eſſentially, as comprebend- 


* 
: 
7 . 
= 


me 
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ing the whole Trinity, Father, Son and 15 
640%. &c. See on the Creed, p. 32. 5 
The Bi/hop's Reaſoning in this Context holds 
equally againſt conſidering the word God, both 
Perſonally and Eſſentially. 
It is indeed a proper Diſtinction to ares an 
Hypotheſis, but perfectly uſeleſs as to the con- 
veying any real Knowledge; and calculated 
to confound the ignorant, nay the learned 
N too, when he is not fully upon his 
uard. | 
Tho' the main current of Scripture plainly 
"ri Jeſus Chriſt to be the Son of the only 
true God, yet there are ſome particular Texts, 
the miſunderſtanding of which * led ſome very 
ious Perſons into the Notion of the row 


Deity of our bleſſed Savior. 


However, it looks to me as if the Spirit of 
God had foreſeen the general Spread of, the 
Trinitarian Scheme, and being zealous for the 
Peerleſs Majeſty of the ſupreme Being, deſign- 
edly guarded againſt it. For where any Texts 
ſeem to raiſe the Glory of Chrift to an Equality 
with his God and Father, we have always o- 
thers directly calculated to caſt a light on the 
former, and prevent their being miſunderſtood, 
when duly attended to, 
The Texts of the former Claſs ſeem deſigned 
to aggrandize our Savior, and to excite our 
Gratitude to expreſs it {lf ; in the loftieſt Senti- 
ments of our great Deliverer, and the moſt ac- 


tive Obedience to Him, who being Rich, for 
our 


| : 


the Snares Caine, 138. 


our ſakes became Poor, but is now exalted to 
the right hand of the Majeſty on high. 0 
The Texts of the latter Claſs, place God on 
| the Throne, and teach us while we confeſs Je- 
ſus Chriſt as Lord, to do it to the Glory” of God 
the Father, Phil. ii. 11. 2 
I ſhall produce Gs Texts, which 1 
loudly the Grandeur of our Savior's Perſon, 
and ſhow that They are far from proving his 
Equality with that God, who is the Author and 
Beſtower of whatſoever He is and has. 


I. . John l. i. 1. De WORD Was 5 with. Ged oe 
the WORD was God. 

Rom. ix. 5. 2 is over all. Ged ; 
bleſſed for ever, Amen. 8 

See more Texts where our Labs: is called 
Geos God, or a God. Dr. Cl. Script. Doctr. p. 1. 
c. 2, 1 p. 71. Y 

 La&antius obſerves that our Savior never 
gave Himſelf the Title of God, and aſſigns the 
Reaſon of it as follows. Div. Toft. I. 4. c. 14. p. 
354. Ille vero (ic. Chriſtus) exhibuit Deo fidem ; 3 
docuit enim quod unus Deus fit, eumque ſolum 
coli oportere: nec unquam ſe 1 pe Deum dixit: 
quia nom ſervaſſet Fidem ; fi miſſus, ut Deos 
folleret, et unum aſſereret; inauceret alium, 
preter unum. 

However a careful Reader of the Niceneand 
Ante-Nicene Fathers will frequently find them 
ſtiling our bleſſed Lord, God, our God, &c. 1 
ſhall ſelect a few Paſlages, out of more which 
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I could produce, for the Satisfaction of e 
Reader. F * 
Jul. Mart. Dial p. 405. a Je nas Boy en 
* ret, er TAs arobedbexiai 
p. 408. er u reel Ta Hpnpuers ure r 
popnlor, ox av g, avley avai Very, T 
[4.0908 Kat ay grvnfou xat p] Osou wor. 
p. 409. J. wy & de , vie Tw Tal. Te 
TxY{{#V05, 348 uu Ty Bourn avlov, oulos os 
h T TE Age, ne ffHev os Deo = 
P- 94. 85 %at Ayes Trpwo eo — | 
xat eos vrapyar p. 249. |. —_— 52.1, 6,= 
254. I. . — 411. l. 28. 
Tirenæus c. Her. l. 3. c. 19. 8. 2. p. 212. hits 
mam enim nemo in totun ex filrts Ade, Deus ap- 
pellatur ſecundum eum, aut Dominus nominatur, 
er Seripturts demoyIravinus. Ruomam au- 
tem ah proprie prœter omaes, qui fuerunt func 
homines, Deus, Dominus, et Rex ærernus, ef 
Unigenttas, ef Verbum incarnatum predicatur 
et @ Prophetis omnibus, et Apoſtolis, et ab ipſo 
Spirit, &c. See Cap. 3. F. 1, 2. p. 3 | 
Clem. Alex. Ped. I. I. c. 2. p. 79. D. Eo 
XBY 0 IIa „αn—τ r les æl lob 
od ep £5'w yoo 5 axbpwrov oxnpoal — 
Ta Lp CAN Il Siaxovc, Nos, beos, o er Tow 
1 leu, & & H ralpos, our X66 TW dap 
. 
Fertull. adv. Marc. I. 2. c. 27. p. 395. D 
Deum nemo videbit et vivet; patrem i 


Tra 


determinans, in cuſus auftoritate er nine ipſe 
erat Deus, qui videbatur Dei filius. l. 5. c. 20. 


Adu. 


p. 486. B. C. 


2 
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„e 0 15. P. 509. A. Hunc et Puu- 
bes conſÞexit, nec . fpatrem vidis. Name. 
quit, Kigh: Feſum? Ae Sales. 1 uw 
Dew. cognamunavit. Quorum Patres, . 45 
quibus Geke le, carnem, gui of, juper 


emnia Deus benedictus in evam, 
P- 484. A. e acug. et inanis res 55 Ser. 


» GI 
mo. Det, qu. Alus tus oh, qui ipſę Dae 
nomigatus — & Sexo, erat epud Deum,, 
Deus erat Serma? 

Here I beg leave rablerys how cautious and 
circumſpect this Father was in the peer 
al the term Gpd to Jeſus Chriſt. 3 

{AR 3 Prag. IND p. 997: o Ce: p 

rum, . fi £x.canſcientia Dei N- 
men & Damini & Parr & Flo 0 K Spirityi 
« convenire deos & dominos nominaremusr- 


* Tragye Deos amuino non dicqm, nec Domnes ; 
ce (ed; —— ſequar, ut ſi pariter nomi- 
nandi fuerint pater & filius, Deum patrem 
appellem, & Jeſum Chriſtum Daminum 
nominem. Solùm autem Cbriſtum potero De- 
cum dicere ſicut idem Apoſtolus——nap 
radium ſolis ſeorſum ſolem a pellabo; lo 

< autem nominans cujus eft r 


adius, non Nati 
& radium ſolem appellabo. 
Navatign, c, 31. p. 730. B. Eft enge Deus, 
ed in hoc ipſum genitus ut eſſet Deus. Ef} et 
Domzngs, jed in hoc ipſum r Patre, ut die 
minus. „ee 
1 theſe Antenicenes,, I 140 Buſchius „ Who 
was e _ the Coney feat bh 3? 5 | 
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1 3 3 Demon) 1 110 of * 
De Eccl. Theol. 1. 1. c. 26 . p. 84. C. 


Tpers ar On avlai, xala To a], Ta Toy you 


700 He ure wer eu x νEj—ÿꝭqt emmyopiets; 
Tw Ngooyw TH Y Ons apyopers rape Nen 


o Aoy9s, xai o bees xa T I. 2. c. 17. 


p. 127. mpwloy fuer neo Sar þ heor, Tor emrxava 
ry Av. auloy oy TW Aoyev Talpe, pos ov ny 
o Aoyos: ere, jel «Fer, pen ayvoew, ws al 9 
Ac, a&ulou o movoyerns uos, our vlog / 4 ent 
Tavlwy eos, &AA ol X.&1 eulos Os wy .. 

T be Heathens were nd Sheen ee to >the Chri- | 
ſtians aſcribing this Title to Chriſt. 

Euſebius c. Hierocl. p. 512. D. 4 nuceit 

fuer Toy Totaula meromda (it. Apoll. 2 on 
ov Boy, . Bois penn rd nyou- 


ebe; of fs At oAryet rep £1065 r Toy Inoouy 
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Oeor ayaYopevoudt. Fo: 
'Plin:1. 10. Ep. 97. Afermabant autem, hanc 
fuiſſe fſummam vel culpg ſuæ, vel erroris, quod 
ent foliti ſtato die ante lucem convenire : Car- 
mengque Chriſto, quali Deo, divers - ſecum invi- 
cem, c. 5 
Dr. . —4 ſays, it is a ruled caſe in An- 
tiquity, that Chriſt is Gol (not by Appoint- 
ment, Deputation, Repreſentation, or any thing 
of like kind) but by his Sonſbip; deriving the 
fame divine Nature from the Father, as 1s in 
the Father. 2d Def: p. 166. 
Without doubt the Fathers ppb the Son 
God, as being God's Son; and fo refer his De- 


75 to his Sonſbip, and conſequently"! afſert it 
erived from the Father, ine 


1 5 | They 


the — has: 139 


They confider Chriſt as God, becauſe the 
Son of God. 

Fut. Mart. Dial. p. 406. range * 
fac c Tou Seeger KEY, e ro T1 Tou. Talpos 
Boudn urngt lar, Oeou qe tx Tw eva TExvoy r 
Tolo%ov Tay 0Awv xl“ | 

Ireneus c. Her. |. 1. c. 8. F. 5. p. * 3 
0205 nv o Aoyos, axoroulur To yep e th ver- 
inber, hebs eur 

Tertull. adv. Prax. c. 17. p. 510.C. A Cum 
« & filius omnipotentis tam omnipotens ſit, 
quam Deus Dei filius—<c. 21. p. 511. D. 
| © licet & Deus Sermo; ſed qua Dei 4 non 

« qua pater. c. 22. p. 513. D. Et ne B 
« jdeo ſe illum lapidare debere, quaſi ſe Deum 
A jpſump, id eſt patrem voluiſſet intelligi; quia 
« dixerat, Ego & pater unum ſumus, qua fie 
*« lium Dei Deum gend, non p 2 
Deum. 

Nouati an. c. 11. p. 71 3. F . » „ Hæc enim 
© contumelia hæreticorum ad ipſum quoque 
« Deum patrem redundabit, fi Deus pater fi- 
« lum Deum generare non potuit— Ut enim 
5 præſcripſit ipſa natura hominem credendum 
« eſſe qui ex homine ſit, ita eadem natura præ- 
e ſcribit et Deum credendum eſſe qui ex Deo fit e 
ee ne ſi non et Deus fuerit cum ex Deo fit, jam 
c nec homo fit licet ex homine fuerit, Ec. cap. 
156. p. 716. D. — c. 18. p. 718. A. — C. 23. 

p- 722. B.— C. 26. p. 244. G f. 
729. D. 

Eujebius Dem. Ev. L. 5 5.0.4 5 p. 227 45 rdu- 
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jaltar, M og 'o #pales bene, psv N res 
Oeov yos ai JU ro bean. 15 Marcell. L * 
e. I. p. 5. B. 
De Ecel. Fheol. e. 14. p. 28. 8. ad. 
ß o NEN Ot6s Evert, o the r eh Nr E 
eryevriTou n een -er 0 n 
ex roh becu, eos YU em. p. 124. E. 
But he Fathers go one ſtep further, and 
maintain that this Godhead of the 80n is de- 
rived from the Father. 
NMovatian. c. 17. p. 71 ** Et merito in 

e forma pronunkiatus e Dei ; dum & ipſe 
et ſuper omnia, & omnis creaturæ divinam 
ec ohtinens poteſtatem, & Deus eſt exemplo 

v patris: hc 7pfum tamen a putre proprio con- 
cc ſecutus, ut amnium et Deus efſet, & Dominus 
 «\eſſet, et Deus ad formam Dei patris ex ipſo 
ce genitus atque profatus. 

C. 31. p. 230. B. Ut merito Deus pater 
te H,%jj˖p Deus ſit, er principium ipfius quoque 
— 5 ui quem Dominùm genuit: filius autem 

«ceterorum omnium Deus fit, quoniam um- 
t nibus illum Deus pater Pr æpoſtitq gem genuit: 
te jta mediator Dei & hominum Chriſtos Jeſus 
«©: 9mnis creaturæ ſubjectam ſibi habens a patre 
proprio poteſtatem, qua Deus eſt, cum tota 
e creatura ſubdita ſibi concors patri ſuo Deo 
inventue, unum & ſolum & verum Deum 

<« patrem fuum . breviter approbavit. 

See Lactantius Div. Fnſt. I. 4. c. 14. p. 354. 
Propterea quia tam fidelis extitit, quia ſibi ni- 
ib prot us afſumſut , ut mandata mittentis Imple- 

"ee er Saterdots oo tignitutin, et tgis 


ſummi 


—— err „ Ev. 1. . c. 4. p. 227, . 
"wo ereOTWe 1 — opted N, us xa: 
r ber ere Tv 7 aTp3 u- 
yoptass, <Anpore: re, "XNA cue 1Ntoꝛe r- 
Toy — v ee Yap ein, © d 
Nerf Breyer. WOE dcr dc "EY" 2x Gov * eva heor, 
ru peo yes fee cer PUT Orr a, Xa pen wap” rp 
 XapBayorre. Te Je, roy Neu rf pνν e D, 


x&% To beo eas Aaſtorra Tape T9 Tarps ty ov 


tos hy a r6u Yea, pom BT cf. vcr- H 

te vn ee voctiycervne, et % 

O0v rou rad” exutoy wapy w5neah: a n we eres, 

der. See p. 226. C. D.— 242. C. 
De Eecl. Theol. I. 2. c. J. p. ITI. r. He 

Tur Ir apt "700 Farpos Ace, et euro re, 204 

ru he õꝙx l Voedey, 55 ur u yo Xa. pro= 


Yoryerns GiAmows 32a. WNA, ou wat o np Tape. 


riros ee, Tartwr ꝙ autos wy aprey, Het KL 4 
ID” EXOTWE es xa penv05 aner- 
peer wv US % “lt. 

Eccl. Hiſt. I. I. c. 2. p. 5. cor rob e 
Jie Kai poveyern, To Fwy YevvIruov anartoy 
Kypioy xai Oro d Paving, Toy v xupes o 
| I evyi Oeorwr: "Xa Prep. xa Tien 

Tou T&Tpos vrodtdpyperoy. 

Fo'theſe-Ancients'T-ſhall add the <bHowing 
Meeres Who plainly afferr the Deri vation cook, 
var Lord's Divinity 1 weren 
Bp. Pran on the Creed, p. 35. he 
ce firſt is Father indeed, by reaſom of his Son, 
put He is not God by reaſon of him; where- 
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be the Son. is not ſo only in regard of the Fas 
| < ther, but alſo God by reaſon of the ſame 5 
« p. 135. The Father greater in reference 
ie the. * mmunication of the God : 

« p. 322. The Godhead was communicated 
from the Father to the Son, not from the Son 
eto the Father—p. 324. The Father is ne- 

ce yer ſent by the Son, — He received not 
c the Godhead from him; but the Father ſenꝗ- 
8 te eth the Son, becauſe He communicated the 
ll © Godhead to him. 

Bp. Bull, Def. Fid. Nic. Sect. II. c. 8. C. 5. 
bl p. 93- Divinitas, que in Filio eft et in Spiritu 
= i Santo, Patriseft, quia a Patre derivatur. C. , 
i oa) 13. p. 108. et tamen quatenus Patris Imago 
* eft, non ipſe Pater, h. e. guatenus ex paterno fonte 

bonitatem ſuam, ut et cetera diuinæ nature at- 
tributa, adeoque ipſam divinam naturam deri- 
"  watam habet, atque in ſecundo figno OTiginiS— 
Deitatem poſſiaet, &c. 

Won't this Communication on the One fide, 
and Derivation of Godhead on the Other, ac- 
count for the Father's Godhead being called 
apc ru beo Tov rapes, Euſeb. de Eccl, Theol. 
I. 2. c. 17. p. 127. D. and the Godhead in the 
Son being called enxwy T1 aAnSwns Scores. 
Origen. Com. in Job. p. 228. 00 
Thus Scripture and Fathers conſpire in con- 

0 ferring the Title of God, on our bleſſed Lord. 
lll No we muſt ſhow that our Savior is by no 
; means hereby repreſented as nel to his God 


and Father. ; 5 : | 


* . 3 a Y 3 F F 


ue Seer das Whker, 143 

When St. Jubn ſtiles our Savior Obes, Fob, bs 
1. he muſt be explained i in a manner conſiſtent 

with the reſt of the Sacred Writers. 

Now theScripture can in no wiſe be thought 
to deſign by the term Gtes, when aſcribed to. 

Chriſt, an Hooker equal to what it Taye the F. a- 
ther by the term o 845 becauſe; 
1. As the Son is a diftin# Being From t 
Father; Prop. VI. were the former advanced t 
an equal Honour with the latter, by 7 the dend 
God, the Scripture would be chargea ble with 
maintaining tws Gods, Contrary: to Reafor and 
its own expreſs Declaration. For fince the Fa- 
ther is God, Prop. X. in the ſenſe of Def. I. 
were the Son God in the ſame: preciſe ſenſe, 
there müſt unavoidably be two Gods. What 
are tuo Gods,” but two Beings to whom the 
ſame Definition of the” Word Got eviden ays a- 
” grees?”” I. 

2, "Fe Scripture aſſerts the Huber i of 
Ph Father ro the Son. Prop. VIII. Now fince 
Equality is abſolutely inconſiſtent with Superi- 
ority,. the Sacred Writers can't be ſupp fed, in 
this and the like Texts, to. bal a ull Equa- 
Ii pf 205 % $7 » 6 

The To Inferiority of Chriſt as God, is not de- 
nied,” — tis maintained, | dhe. on conſiderable 
7 riters. 145 

Bp. Bull Def. Pia Nos Sect. II. Cap. 9. 

3 12. p. 108. N Origines—=—dicit, Filium 
etiam qua Deus eſt (hoe eſt, Deus en Dev) Patre 
minorem efſe ;—þlene 'Catholicum ee, atque e- 

| [oy a 3 . poſt Nicenm Concilium 
9 Ari- 
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Arianam beg. acerrimt imm 8! e d. 
Miſion has been . as: an ales 
of Inferiority, and yet 


Dr. 1 4 2d Def. p. 54. admits the Sag. 5 


to be /ext even in his Diuiuę Nature. 

Jui. Mart. Dial. p. ao ae wn * 
xνι AY YEA08 Tae rau TaTpes we ,. 

Orig. c. Cell. I. 3. p. 149. eren ous E 
Ach, v fer tre-, reis ARApTOAUE : 

3. An equal Honour can't bg concluded from 
the word Oses; becauſe the Scripture gives the 
ſame Title to Angeli and Men, who are. aber 
rior to Chriſt, 

Now if the Works of Chriſt's hands are a 
led Gods, without advancing them to an E- 


quality with Him, who is their G; why may 


not Chriſt himſelf, the onl y-begotten. of the 
Father, be honoured with 8 Title of God, 
without advancing him to an Aale with His 
G 


Tertull. «dv. Prax. c. 13. p. 07. B. Stetie 
Deus in Eccleſia Deorum 3 ut ſi bomi nes per fi 
dem Alios Dei factos, Deos Scriptura pronuntiare 
non timuit , JC1as illam multo mag1is vero et unico 2 
* filio, Dei namen jure contuliſſũeG. 

Novatian. c. 15. p. 716. A. Nam — efiam | 

ipf Angeli cum omnibus ceteris quacumgue ſub- 
fecta ſunt Chrifto, dicuntur Dii, jure et Deus 
Cbriſtus. El fi guiuis Angelus fubditus Chriffo 
Deus poteff dic. multo magis utique et boc i. 
Dei filio Chriſto competere pateſt, ut Deus pre- 


aumrictur. KY] em . Aabieatui Chrifto. A 
gelus, 


the Senn TURE-Tälxrir YT. 145 
aa 


nitur, multo. magis et conflan- 
ius Chriftus, cui June omnes Angeli fubjecti, 
Deus eſſe dicetur. ' Nec enim Nature congruit, 
ut qu m noribus —_ 218 F e den- 
genur. "$44 

Cap. 23. p. 722. B. 87 ibs, inguit, dixits 
Den Nam qu ne dubitatione Dei Me di- 
cuntur ad — verb a facta ſunt, multo magis DIC 

Deus qui melior illis omnibus inuenitur. 

Eufebius de Eee. Theol. I. 138 200 p. 87. Ty 
A, B. 

An JO 8 cannot mY intended by 
this Title Seas, becauſe our Savior's Divinity is. 
derived; whereas the Father's Divinity is ande- 
rived, which _ nen! be more honour- | 
able. | r 

If * Deizyit or ale e to found; 
we a ſtand Authority or Dominion, all our 
Savior's Deity was derived. Mat. xxviii. 18. 
If Deity, according to others, be referred to 

Nature; His Subſtance, conſequently his De- 
ity was communicated to Him by the Father. 
John vi. 57. <1 * 

5. To ſecure the ſupreme Heaps to ; that F a=. 
ther He is ſtiled, e Oecs, whereas the Son is 
ſtiled only Oeos, without the Article. 

This Emphatical Inſertion of the Article (s) 
when the Father is mentioned, and the des 
ſigned Omiſſion of it when another Perſon is 
ſpoken of, is talen notice of by leveral of the 
Fathers. 

Clem. e in: 3. p- pd. C. e 60 
o. Gen. iv. 2 5. ohſerves, ou * dXTAws Tpou= 

EW 5 4: ares 


x46 4 


erin 6 rn Tov. D . we rail ax 
—_— | 


Orig. Com. in Fob. p. 46. C. 3 Fob 1 
I. adds wary. fe rap JaluuανE% r, xai cox ws C 
Anviny axpiboroytar oux eαπLAf“ααůg o Ia vv 
ou HN Tots appar tx pirate, emu bs raura 
aTFto Wane, r nt Key Yap To appar, ors 2 
Oos 0v0k@oin ert Tev aff rnrou TACTETHAL % 
oh etTIQU, GiMTG, I's auT0.076 0 NN eas or- 
| haf. b | 

p. 47. A. Tev Os 70 Tape TO avT0 feos usroe- 
u Tue £xev0u OeotnTEs Oeomraouperor, ev 0 bees, 
anna tos xuptoTepir av A&yUT0o, Kc. 5 

Euſebius de Eccl. Tbeal. c. 14. p. 121. A. 
Hasdart $8, dri E apyn u our o Ueos N, 
Tiva 0 avTov Tiy Apynv vi α , , 
ens, 0UX. 4197 wn, val 0 A ] o bas, peta Tys 
ou apIpou pea UNS, ive, 1 abr Ea Toy e 
rare opαοαL,eoʒ ä. 

Cap. 19. p. 133. P. quoting If. xlvi. 8, 9. 
MET %, e —0T1 6 o bees, x, 85t MAN 
e adds, oux errer, eyw Gees, ir xa. fic TW 
ron &pIpev TRI ne, eve bo ora d S eri. | 
. 95 
6. But effectually to. prevent any ill Conſe- 
quences ariſing from ſuch a ſeemingly unguard- 

ed Application of the term Oe to Jeſus Chriſt, 
we. are told, that this Son of. God had a Per- 
fon above Him, who is called bis GO... 

Heb. i. 8, 9. But to the Son he ſaitb, 
Throne, 0 Cod, is for ever and ee 
God, thy God, hath anointed thee with the oil 
4 Gia, above * Fellous, or thoſe that 


were 


the ScairrohE-Tuldt try. 14 5 
wete Nartaters with thee in Dominion, 5 


which account they might be called Gods. This 


Paſſage is taken from Hal. xlv. 6, 7. which 
Orig. referring Celſius to; p. 43. adds aa Aa- 
4 ern den MA b naher ed > Opoyor 8-19 n 
Toy cπ e rcuroy Toy he yu Rv pie Sar viro 
Grow, os ny a&urou Oeos. ' 

Eugebius de Ecel. Thebl. I. I. c. 11. p. 70. C 
+ e rabra Tarre, ri hvte) Viepoy wp Tou yeu 


Gove” tre Noe o i avtou rats, Nc. 
Whereas ſpeaking of the Father, the Lan- 


guage of the Ancients is, © . oAwy woitirns, 


virep ov N d 851 Gros, See Tut. Mart. 


ſuper quem alius non eff. Iren. c. Her. I. 3. 
c. 12. 5. IT, P. 196. 8 N 


As to Rom. ix. 5, Gender above, Gadouer 


all, can ſignify no more than Head over all, 
Eph. i i. 22. that is, Ruler over all. 


Now this Headſhip of Chriſt is either Inhe- 
rent and Original ; of Communicated and De- 


rived, 
Original it can't be, becauſe God the Fa- 


ther gave Him to be Head over all things, and 
put all things under his feet. 


And if it be Gommunicated, He whiſk i it was 


originally, muſt be exempted from his juriſ- 


diction, 1 Cor. xv. 108 as W HR Su- 
preme. 


Dial. p. 249. and o toy xovjper Tomods, vrep 
ey N eu Ei bees, p. 252: And Unis Dens, 


, WOW UOTE Ya peers» RCIA ano ra. 


148 4 Demonſtration ” 
Hence the Dominion of our: bleſſed Lord is 
either Univerſal, i. c. without mieren 
Supreme, i. e. Superior to all. | 
| Novatian. c. 4. p. 709. B. Summum autem 
quicquid eft, ita demum ſummum 1 
dum extra comparem . 5 
Before! proceed to tho Confideration af ano- 
ther Text of Scripture, I deſire the Reader to 
take notice of two Paſſages, which contain an 
uncommon uſe of the word God or Gods. 
Irenæus c. Her, I. 4.c. 38.5. 4. P. 285. Nos 
enim imputamus ei, quoniam non ab initio Dii 
facti ſumus, ſed primo quidem Homines, tunc 
demum Dii, quamvis Deus ſecundum fimplicita- 
tem bonitatis uc hoc fecerit, ne quis eum puree 
invidioſum, aut impreflantem. 
St. Auſtin, Vol. 5. col. 415. B. Ed. Antw. 
Amando Deum efficimur Dii, ergo amando nun- 
dum dicimur Mundus. 


Upob the whole, we ſee that dans and 
Fathers have ſufficiently guarded againſt our 
confounding the Deity of the Son, with the 


Deity of the Father, or putting chem on a 
Level. Ns 


II. John x. 30. J and the Father are One. 


The ſenſe of this Text is 5 admirably expreſs d 
by the Judicious Calvin ad l. p. 103. Voluit im- 
piorum Sannis occurrere. Factare enim pote- 
rant nibil ad ipſum peifeners Dei potentiam, ut 
| 2 2 


. 
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diſci 2 \fars promitteret certum ejus Prfdium. 
Teſtatur ergo fibi ita conjunctas efſe cum Patre 
rationes, ut ejus auxilium fibi ac furs ovibus, nun- 
quam defuturum fit. Abuſi ſunt hoc loco vete- 
res, ut probarent Chriſtum eſſe Patri opcoovotoy. 
Neue enim Chriſtus de Unitate Subſtantiæ dij= 
putat, ſed conſenſu quem cum Patre habet: quic- 
quid ſcilicet geritur 4 Ow Patris virtute 
confirmatum i 1 
This Text fully proves our inn Power 
to ſecure his faithful ones from being over- 
power d and deſtroy'd by their implacable Ene- 
mies. Tis as if he had ſaid, It is one and 
“the ſame thing, whether you are in my hand 
<« or my Father's, you ſhall be as effectually ſe- 
« cured by me, as if God himſelf had taken 
e you under his immediate Care; for I and 
<« the Father are One, our Hearts and Hands 
c are united in your Defence and Protection. 
This Expreſſion, I and the Father are One, 
does not prove our Savior intended to make 
 Himſelf'one Being with the Father, any more 
than the like Expreſſion will prove the collec- 
tive Body of Chriſtians, 'one Being. 
John xvii, 11. Holy Father, keep thoſe in thy 
Name, whom thou haſt given to me, that They 
may be One, ,, as We. Sover. 21. That They © 
all may be One, as thou, Father, art in Me, 7 
I in thee ; that They alſo may be One in us. 80 
ver. 22. That They may be one, as we are One: 
Here the Oneneſs of Believers amongſt them- 
| ſelves is faid to be as, xaSws, the Oneneſs of 
* and his F ather, But Believers are not = 


one 


- 


150 Den 


one Being; no, nor Chriſtand hip Faber 1 de. 
cauſe diſtinct Per fons. Prop. VI. . 
Some indeed imagine, that xa.Sws rt" Ma 
exact Equality, as Job. v. 23. But Dr. Waters 
land more judiciouſly allows it often fignifies a 
general Similitude only, not an exai? Equaiity. 
Def. p. 367 See Job. xvii. 23. 1 Chr. ith 
12. | 7% 
Calvin commenting on Job. xvii. 21, That 


they all may be One, &c. has theſe retnarkable 
Words. 7 Cæterum tenendum eſt, quoties 
« unum ie cum Patre eſſe in hoc Capite pro- 
« nuntiat Chriſtus, ſermonem non haberi ſium- 
“ pliciter de Divina ejus Eſſentia; fed unum 
<« yocari in perſona Mediatotis, et quatenus 
ce caput noſtrum eſt. Sic quidem preciſe multi 
e ex Patribus interpretati Far: Chriſtum unum 
* efſe cum Patre, quia æternus fit Deus: ed 
* guc eos abripuit contentio cum Ariams ut con- 
ciſas fententias in alienum ſenſum torquerent. 
Longe autem aliud Chriſti conſilium fuit, 
« quam ad nudam arcanæ fun Divinitath ſpecu- 
c lationem nos evehere. Siquidem a fine ratio» 
e cinatur, ideo nos debere unum eſſe quia alio- 
qui inanis et infructuoſa eſſet quam habet 
eum Patre Unitas Unde etiam collegimus, 
* hos unum cum Chriſto eſſe: non quia ſuam 
te in nos ſubſtantiam transfundat, ſed quia: Spi- 
* ritus ſui virtute nobiſcumyitam ſuam et quic- 
* quid acoepit a Patre bonorum communicet. 
l omitted the mention of 1 "ary V.-7. as not 
| being ſatisfied of its 3 ical may 


See 


the dee Tuber. 1er 
See Mir. Eau Pull Inquiry into the. Original 
Author ig of this Text. 


Had ABp T:lht/on been Maſter of what Mr. 
Ehm has fince communicated to the World 
in his Controverſy with Mr. Martin, he had 
not expreſ&'d himſelf in fo obnoxious a man- 
ner: Vol. 1. Serm. 44. p. 457. I have the 
Archbiſhop's Judgment as well as Piety 1 in the 
higheſt eſteem. 

The reaſon of my omitting this contloranal 
Text was not becauſe I think it a whit ſtronger. 
for an Unity.of Nature than Jab. x. 30. for 1 
am perſuaded the former Text refers to an Li- 
ty of Will and Cunſent; as well as the latter. 

R the great Calvin on 1 Jab. v. 7. p. 75. 

nod dicit tres eſſe unum, ad ſemiam non 
< refertur, ſed ad conſenſum potius. Ac fi di- 
ee ceret, Patrem, et æternum Sermonem ejus 
«ac Spiritum, Symphonia. quadam. Chriſtum 
<. pariter approbare. Itaque — Codices 
©. habent «s.&9. Verum etiamſi leges an «aw, 
<. ut eſt in aliis Exemplaribus: non tamen du- 
> bium eſt quin Pater, MCLIAQ, et Spi itus codem 


« ſenſi dicantur unum. eſſe, quo p k Songs, 


det Aqua, et Spiritus. 


'T was. the mere farce of Truth. tha extorted 
this Expoſition from our JudiciousCommenta- 
tor, who is atherwiſe well known to have been 

a a hearty Friend to the Trinitarian Cauſe. 


II. Col. ii. 9. In 1 duelleth all. the Pub- 
* 59 wg Une aus 4 


A 


T of A Demonſtration of ö 
RET Expreſſion indeed, calculated to 

produce the higheſt Veneration for the . 
Perſon of our bleſſed Lord! * 

The whole divine Nature, ſays Dr. B . 
ad J. p. 654. is not only in part, but fully witb-. 
out abſence of any part of it, in Chriſt; and 
that not by a Species, or Shadow, or Image only, 
but really and jubftantially.. 

If this be the ſenſe of the place, we may ob. 
ſerve, that as in Job. x. 30. the Father and He 
are Kid to be One; Here our bleſſed Lord is 
deſcribed as having all the Divine Fulneſs, or 
Fulneſs of the Divine Nature, conſtantly re- 
ſiding in Him, and that not in Type and Fi- 
gure, but really or Bodily 

Euſebius ſpeaks of the Inhabitation of the 
Father in the Son, as the Foundation of the 


Son's Title to Divinity. Dem. Ev. l. 5. c. 4 

p. 226. A. Tod Dauparus xpuparr * 
Toy Xpicoy ovopntea, xat T1 ailay de, di ny 
beo a over, ws ty yerrnloiws ule 70 Tpwloy 
x&1 a&tygrnlov aTHAAE, Gafus exdidacoxa, T 
Tov Tapes er c’ xalomnow. t Toulw yap xale 
Tov heõ, AmToqponor, evSoxnoce may To TAnpwpece 
rns heoſnlos xaloxnoar D. qus n pela Tor r- 
' TEpa TIRAY Kat azuloy ws beo Haelfte Sie, 


Toy e aulw xalomourla e. 
But remember, Chriſtians, that whatever: 


Fulneſi our Savior poſſeſſes, it pleaſed the Fa- 
ther that all that Fulneſs ſhould dwell in Him. 
Col. 1. 19. F 
Hence tis evident this Fulneſs is derived | 
from another, and therefore proves the Poſſeſſor 


3 of 


22 


Abs Seh bir-Tulvrri . mM 4 ; 


of} it Interior tothe Father, who cominuni- 

cated it. 80 that unleſs the ſame thing can 
prove one Perſpn both Equal and Inferiot to ano- 
ther; this Fulneſs of 7he Godhead can never prove 
Chriſt equal to, much leſs the ſame Being with 
the Father, who is Cod, by Prop. X. 

But perhaps the Reader may be better pleaſed 
with Catvin's Comment on the place; p. 393. 
Forro quum dieit, : plenitudinem Deitatis ha- 

e Bitrate in Chrifto, nihil aliud fibi vult, quam 
ce totum Deum in ipſo inveniri: ut aliquid Deo 
melius ac præſtantius appetat qui ſolo Chriſto 
« non eſt contentus. Summa eſt, quod Deus 
_ « jn Chriſto ſe nobis plene 1150 in 1 ex- 

4 Hibuerit. 

But further, *Confi der that all the Fulieſ of 
the Godbead, is of like i import with all the Ful. 
neſs of God, Eph! iii. 19. and therefore this Lat- 
ter, which all Believers may be filled with, 
will prove them to be God, as ſtrongly as the 

Former, which it pleaſed | the Father -ſhould 
_ dwell in Chriſt, proves his ſupreme Godhead. 
But the one is abſurd, therefore the other 1 is ſo 
too. ä 
Calvin ad Epb. ili. 19. p. 336. A Uno ver- 
bo (nempe raupubile) jam declarat quid per va- 
rias dimenſiones intellexerit : nempe qui Chriſtum 
Hbabet, eum omnia habere que requiruntur ad 
noftram in Deo penfectionem. Nam hoc fignifi- 
cat Det plenitudb. Perperam autem illi ot 

impie delirarunt, qui complementum Dei inter- 
pretati ſunt, Plenam er "RE homines 


Oy waht 7 NG 
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IV. Cal.i. 16. EP W 5 
created that are in Heaven 4 ber res en 
Earth, &c. 8 2 

The Father indeed ſeems· to appropriate this 
glorious Work of Creation to Himſelf. I . 


xliv. 24. 
And the Adoration the 26Ridempay 3 


1 that fat upon the Throne, was: founded on'his 


having created all things. Rey. iv. III. 
However, St. Paul expraſily aſcribes. Gua ; 

to Jeſus Chriſt, Col. i. 16. as St. Jan has dane 

che making of all things, John i. 3. | 
But are we under a neceſſity IT concluding 


from hence, that the Son is nal to the Kather, | 


or the ſame Being with Him? Surely No. 

If then the Father be the only Creator, Tow 
comes Jeſas Chriſt to be the Se of Creativs 
Powers? LIanſwer, 14557 

Chriſt may properly be Kid to create, if the 
Father communicated Creative Powers to Him, 
and actually created all things by Him. * 
1. 9. Heb. i. 2. 

Thus the Father has the Præ- eniinence of be- 
ing the Perſon et od Te Ter. and the Son is 
really the Perſon 4% ed r mel ; or in plain 
Engliſh, the Father is primarily Creator, and 
the Son ſecondartly or ShbirdinGtoly. Dr. 1. — | 

2d Def. p. 81. 


. According to Bp. Bull. S- 7 'S i i e 925 


trem, gua Pater eſt, primarium elſſe mundi Opis: 
cen, qui bac uni verſa 11 F. iltum Juum cord 2 


rit, 


> 


th $ckyPORS-Paihibr, 155 


it, pro Ariano habendus oft; ; wixah Arium ſm! 11 
labs purus erit ipfe Paulus, 1 Cor. B. 6. — am 
illud et od, a-quo,  cauſum primariam mare, 
 manife Sum . Def. Fid. Nie. Sect. II. Gp. 


9. 5 p. 102. | 5 
the Father's part in Cteation is pete 
by etz os, ſo the 80 18 s is expreſs d by r , hich 
denotes a Miniſtring Or Secondary Efficient 
Cauſe as c ov the Pyimary one. 
Orig. Com, in Job. p. UF D. Ober, Thy 


| KLE eons J. ob 


NN . N 25 "OY 115 4 ar ae ous 
Tos run 10 r up. - 

And what wonder 1s it, that the Gi work 
of Creation is aſctibed to the Father, who 82 
Superintendent and Dlrector; Fan, to the, Sor, 
who was his Agent and Minifter = 

Indeed, fays Dr. W— -E 45 ge, 0 
pinion of the Antients cater ds in this; that the 
Father, as Supreme, iſſued out Obitrs for the 
Creation of the Univerſe, aud the Son executed 

them. __ 184. : 

- And he allows, nay 7 contends fbr the' Son's 
being Agent with, or cala to the Father, 
in the Work of Creation. p. 

Indeed, ſtrictly ſpeaKipg, 5 As of” the son, 
who is. a diſtinct Perſon from tlic Fitter, is no 
the Act of the Fathen, And the Father kar 
Som cannot, | in the ſame reſpect, be ſaid to | 

2 Na 


6 1 Nrw 1 


form the ſame individual Action; z yet common 


Speech will juſtify the predicating the ſame Ac- 


tion of two Perſons ; when they both had a con- 
cern in it ; when the one communicated the 
Ability of doing it to the other; when the one 


ordered and directed, the aber officiated. and 
acted under the firſt, as his Miniſter and Ann 


Ax. VII. 


And as common Sono juſtifies this manner 
of Expreſſion, ſo the Scripture being written 
in the common, not in the Philoſophical Lan- 
guage, is not to be ſuppoſed to uſe all the Ac- 
curacy of a Mathematical Diſcourſe. It ſpeaks 
as the common People talk, not as Mathema- 
ticians write. Ex. Gr. when it ſpeaks of the 
Sun's flanding Hill, and when it aſcribes Bodily 
Parts and Actions to God, Cc. 

I might add, that if in ſtrict Propriety of | 
Speech 155 Father only did Create, according 
to I/ xliv. 24. and every other Perſon be ex 
cluded from any Concern in the Work of Cre- 
ation, then the Son did not create at all, con- 
trary to the above cited Texts, unleſs He is the 


Father, Whereas He is proved a diſtinct Be- 
ing from the Father. Prop. VI. 


V. John xvi. 30. No aue know that thou know. 


eft all things. 1 


xi. 17. Lord, thau inoweft all things. . 5 
Here a proper Omniſtience 1 is ſuppoſed. to be 


aſcribed to our bleſſed Lord, even ſuch an Om. 


niſcience a8 argues his ſupreme Deity, Sy 5 4. 


the ScriPTURE-TrINITY. I 155 5 
But that Jeſus Chriſt is not equal to his God 
and Father in point of Knowledge, will appear 
from the following Conſiderations een 
wei ; 
Proper Omniſcience i is as main: a peculiar ; 
ad incommunicable Attribute of God as Om- 
nipotence. For if unlimited Knowledge bea 
greater Perfection than limited, tis peculiar to 
God, by Def. I. And if God be the only infi- 
nite Spirit, He only is the Subject of infinite 
Knowledge, . conſequently it can properly be 
predicated of no other Perſon, and therefore 
not of our bleſſed Savior, who is another. _ 
Blut further, Our Savior expreſlly diſclaimed 
the Characters of an Omniſcient Being. Mar 
X111. 32. and aſcribed a Knowledge to the Fa- 
ther, which He himſelf was a Stranger to. 
Moreover, God is, in expreſs words, ſaid to 
give him a Revelation of future Events, which 


ſurely implies his Ignorance of them, till thus | 
revealed to him. See Rev. i. T. bo : | 


r mt 


| Beſides, the Inference the Apoſtles draw. 
from this Aſcription of Omniſcience, viz. that 
they believed He came from God, John xvi. 30. 

clearly ſhows they meant only an Extenſive, 

but not an Unlimited Knowledge. 
Again, Our Savior's Followers are ſaid to be 
taug ht all things, John xiv. 26. to be guided into 
all I; ruth, John xvi. 13. to have an Unction 

from the Holy One, and 0 know all things, 

J John ii. 20. *. would any one from theſe. 

Phreſes. infer the rte I of the 
| Saints, 
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158 A Demonſtrationaf 
Saints, I am apt to think, be ak TY con- 
futed by the Experience of every one of them. 


— — 


Whoever is acquainted with the Eaſtern way 
of addreſſing their Superiors, knows it Was a 
common Compliment paid to their great Men 


and Prophets, to tell them, „Dey Inet all lange; ; 


that is, their Knowledge was very extenſive. | 

The high Notion the Woman of — 
had of the Meſſiah's Knowledge, is expreſſed 
by his Telling all things, John iv. 25. and yet 
this Woman had no thought of ane Deity 
to the expected Meſſiah. 

Somewhat like this we find in the Woman 
of Tekoah's Speech to David, 2 Sam. xiv. 20. 
My Lord is wiſe according to the Wiſdom of an 
Angel of God, to know all * that are on the 
Bari. 

Theſe things ah it's "land the A- 

oſtles could not confiſtently with our Savior's 
. and the Reaſon of things, aſcribe 
a proper Omniſcience to their Maſter. 

Iwould not be underſtood to ſpeak or even 
think, any thing leſſening or degrading of the 
Knowledge of Chriſt Jeſus, my powerful Cre- 


ator and unwearied Benefactor, in whom are 


hid all the Treaſures of Wiſdom and Know 
ledge; who ſearches the Reins and Hearts, who 
knew all Men and what was in Man, who was 
the Word of God, in whoſe ſight every Crea- 
ture is manifeſt, tv whoſe: eyes all things are 
naked and onmaſked;.who made all-things and 

of courſe muſt know what; Powers He gave oö 

his ewn Works, But yet in juſtice to Scrip- 
N 5 ture 


! 


the — NT v. 169 


ture and Truth, 1 muſt give the Precedence to 
his Gall and Father in reſpect of Knowledge, 
4 a8 ORD Bes oP: r 
Or . 
[Soul af ah! Eathes ak in aig the file 
| strain with. Seripture 3 G dur 
buriorcomprebenſne Knowled nels 
Read that Paſlage of Clam. e l. — 
p. 703. B. & voice Yup o a le ob heou, cu 
| po «aefioAns x0opey 'GupſBov Nov | 
c manfesegas. 644. A. and. 648. C. D 
Onig. Cam. in Job. p. 28. Gu wer G; 
. «yea. But then remember o e er. 
65's rail ue eN YS ru rep por Reis! na- 
Ta To Boudnjea Tou TaTpos HE, TP 
Tos Noyoy——and r. Cel/..6. P. 287. ont H 
c 1hανοννε VT +" 15 * ect 
| a Se 0 N 


VI. Hebr. i. 7 Let al the ; Angel 7 God 

wor ſhi Him. ; 

In Pfal.xcvii. 7. * thisin.the vs 
is thought to tobe taken, we read d "Worſhip | 
hm all'y ve: Got. þ- 

The rinſe rind rte ee art called his 
{Chriſt's s] F wad (fays Mr. Peirce on Hebe. i. 
9.) muſt be fetched from what they were before, 

Chet what they were. after bis being anointed 
or inaugurated: After bis being anointed, they 
were no lon er bis Fe ows, but bf Subjects; but 
before it, they werePartners or Bharers withbim 3 
in the Government of 2 1 hey pra 


++ ++ 

« : & * „ 
in 

* 8 1 * 
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over their reſpective Provinces, 44 


them. 


— — —— 
— — 0 


4 * 


he did ee, 


you See the ſame Gentleman on Col. li. 4 
Perhaps in this ſenſe of Dominion, or on ac- 
count of this Authority they exerciſed over 


their reſpective Province: the Angels may be 


called Gods in the Old Teſtament. Tho' *tis 
obſervable that in the New Teſtament, they 
never have Godhead or Denne aſcribed to 


5 


We Whether upon God' $ having Wade esel 
his Firſt-begotten, the Meffiah, into the World, 
the good Angels were not diveſted of that Do- 
minion and Authority, which gave them a 


Right to the Title of Gods, under the Old Teſ- 
tament-Diſpenſation. Col. ii. 15. Hebr. i. 9? 


And, whether it was not in token of their 
voluntary Subjection to this Great Perſonage, 
that they were commanded to urſhp Him, 
Hebr. i. 6. that is, to pay him Homage as their 
lawful Sovereign, ſet over them by his Hea- 
venly Father. H, ii. 6, 77 

K theſe Queries be anfwer'd in -thes "WER 
tive, the Reader will eaſily ſee the Reaſon of 


their loſing the Title of Gods upon the Expi- 


ration of that Authority, which was the ole 
Foundation of 1 it. 20 


Was not 8 Chriſt worſhipped on + Earifi by 
thoſe, who never entertain'd nn, of his 5 


being the mo? high G; 
Mat. ii. 11. The Magi \yrilipped' him 48 


King ofthe Jews. wer. 2. 


3 „„ 


: xiv. 5 3 


4 Scxirruxz-Tarrry „ wa 
xiv. 38. His Diſciples worlhip'd him as the: 


Son pr God. 


Mar. v. 6. The Demoniac ran and wor- 
ſhipped: him, yet after having acknowledged 
him to bethe Fon of the M. a High God, adjured. 

e took our. Lord to 


be by God ya nt. Son 


Jobni ix. 38. The Man born blind vamp! 
him, 1 Son of God ver. 36. 


1 there any r of: our Lands being 
worſhipped even after. his Aſcenſion, unleſs 
when feen in full View? © 


Was He directiy addrefſed i to bp Stephen, Ads. 


\ 


vii. 59 ?. the bleſſed Martyr ſaw the Son ow | 


ang on the right hand of God. ver. 55. 


As for Rev. v. 13. Twas a Viſion, not a Pre- 


cept, nor an Eu _ e for « our Imi- 
tation. f 3 


1 5 tis alledged, 8 « that Jeſus ili Me. 


< diator is inveſted with proper Authority as a 
King; and ſo has adi;ſeretionary Power given. 
him to beſtow Mercies where, when, and 
upon whom he ſees fit. Wherefore: it can't 


but be proper to aſk him tobeſtow a Favour, 


< which it is in his own choice to give or with- 
hold; and to thank him when he has given 
« that which he might have with-held, if he 
© had ſeen fit. See Truth and Imp. of the Ser p. 
Dad. ofithe Trin. Dem. p. 30. 

This Argument ſtands upon the foot of Rea- 
m,n ad 1 — FEE this * W „ 
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| Perſons, who ay too wach ftreſs on them. 


162 4 — of 
n to fe it confirmed by rip 
Evidence. 55 0 


Whether the Hoy Seriprutes oblige Chri- 


ſtiano to, or countenahce them in, dite Ad. 


dreſjes to Jeſus Chtiſt, is a Subject worthy the 
ſerious. Confderatio of * 2 
Unitarian. 


The Miracles 85 our - blefled denon, and his 
ſitting as Judge in the Judicial Proceedings of 
the laſt and great Day of Account, have been 
urged to me as ſttong Evidences of his 
Divinity; therefore I thought pro to lay 
fortething to each of them, that fo I might te- 

move theſe Difficulties out of the way of pious 


- E Our getior' © Miracles 3 Evi 


dent, and Aſtoniſhing; but no proper Evidence 
of ſupreme Godhead in the P Performer of them. | 


For Fobſerve; . 

1. They were Works, which . Father 
had given, that is, enabled or commiſſioned 
the "#1 to perform, and were ſuch ds bore mit- 
H of Hich tat the Father Ln n Hove. ; 
John V. 36 — xX. 2560 41: 

The Inference our Lord draws fron this 
mighty. Power exerted. by himſelf, vis, that 
the Father bad fent bim, would hoſe all its foree 
on ſuppoſition of its being originally in him,” 
A Power inherent and underived can by na 
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8 another to per fon, yet had aur 82. 
vior 's Miracles requirad a Her to the Herſor- 
4 F — a ur icate, euen to his on hegotten gon 3 
He himſcif could nur praperiy be Aid to be the 
can exert greater Power than it has or is ca- 
pable of receiving; Mo finite Being can per- 
to the Performanoc of it; heemple in 
— is nnen to: luck a Bein mo 
— 10 Chrit in working his Miracles, 
that He i is ſaid to be with him. As x. 7 4:2] Z 
ther dhe, Glory of thoſernighty Warks, that he 
days, 'The' Father that deveileth in me, He doeth 
| performed them by — Power he had 
no hand in them. J Wo 
Igls of Nazareth, 4 Man. approved:of (God: A- 
vou, by Miracles, and Wonders, end Signs, 
theſe Miracles by Jeſus Chriſt, I ipfer, Chriſt 
wrought them by a Communicated, not by an 
R waniteſt Abſuttlit y. 
3. The Followers of our Bavior the Adi- 
_ Power; amt yet our Lord ſays, They ſbeuld, 
gon ag 12 ade "es * . 


Tho God may pra tec what he | 
chem, ſupetior to what Gad could 
Doer of them, but God ouly:. For no Being 
orm an Action, e 
2. Tis upon the:account af the AM 
Nay, ſo careful is dir Savior t0-give- his: Fa- 
tr Horks, John xiv; 10. as tho thecauſe. He 5 
To this add St. Peter's: Words, A J. 22. 
— God did by Him Now. _— did 
Labenent Power, which cant be ſaid of 755 
nacles they wrought, could only exert a finite 
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Liv. 12. conſequently his on dere no con- 
vincing Evidence of his Divinity 
I obſerve a difference in the Stile of Scripture 
when ſpeaking of the Apoſtles Miracles. 


One while, Signs and Wonders were wrought Is 


by the hands of the Apoſtles. Acts v. 12. and 
8 _ did great Wonders and Miracles. n 
vi ? 
Another while, God drought Birken and 
Wonders by Barnabas and Paul. Acts xv. 12. 
God wrought ſpecial Miracles by the hands of 
Paul. Acts xix. 11. 
4. The Spectators of our + Savioe' 8 Miracles 
conſtantly. aſcribed them to a Do wer foreign to 
Him. e 5 | 

They were too avell e ted with the 
[Miracles of Mees and others of their own Pro- 
_ 'phets, whom they knew to be Men like them- 
ſelves,” to argue any thing more than an extra- 
ordinary Aſliftance i in the Caſe of our bleſſed - 
Lord. | 

Nicodemus, upon a Coavittiba * Jeſus 8 8. 

bility to work Miracles, came to him by night, 

and after an Acknowledgment of his being 4 
Teacher come from God, argues thus; for noone 
can do theſe Miracles that thou ſy except God 
22 with him, John iii. 2. 

Upon the Multitude's ſeeing a Cure rials 
on the Paralytic, They wwonder'd, and glorified 
* ho: had owes fach Power wnto Men. N 5 
Jn fs 3 IIs 

80 aug the raiſing, a Widow" 8 gon 1 the 5 
| dead, __— came on hh, and they glorified Gad, 
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_ Zhe\ScrreruRE- TIN 
_ ſayin nals a" great Prophet is En then 
1. and, 11 Go har ER A 
wed hc es Heer he end TORT oi 
Mm i Noe.of theſe Perſons conclude th — 
of theſe Miracles to be God; but the meier 
that, He was a Teacher come from God, and 
that God was with him; the bert, that God 
muſt give him Power, and e 
riſen among them. ad F592 8 I Q ART D924 
If the Readericonſults the following Texts, | 
Mat. xv. 3 1. Marit ii. 12. Lukev. 25, 26. = 
iii. 1 3;—XVIL 1-5.—XVIL 43.— will 
ſee how frequently Glory is given to God on 
account of Miracles — — Chriſt; and 
that not only by the Spectators but by the 
Perſons themſelves, who eaves the Benefit 
af them. Neither did the Holy Jeſus think 
this Glory miſplaced, tho transfer 'd n bin- 
ſelf to his Father. 
One of the moſt confidecible 06 our - Savigats 
Miracles was his [raiſing the dead. Now he 
claims to himſelf a Power not only of raiſing 
Others from the dead, but Himſelf alſo, 172 
X18. and without doubt his Claim was ju 
but yet this Power being derived, his Chun d to 
it is in no wiſe repugnant to thoſe Texts 
"whence I proved his own Derivation. from the 
Firſt Cauſe. Nay, his owning the Receipt of 
this Power from the Father naturally leads us 
to aſcribe the Glory of the of Lite ws. Communi- 


cation 4 nen 'of ht e to 92 F * 
age 4 x 171. — .*. | 


! A * 
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Soripture never Hiſtoricully relates This remark- 


1. 1. Heb. xati. 20, 21.. 4 215 


vation of this . is N from hence 
that the Father gave lo Top e | in 
himflf. John v. 26. <a 
His Power to raiſe himſelf isexpeeſied babs 5 
bi 19. — x. 18. and the Derivation of this 
Power is evident from Ax. I. Cor. Il, for a 
derived Being can have only derived G — 
Fowerer, tho' Chriſt had undoubtedly 2 
Peper to raiſe Himſelf from the dead, * 
not that in ati be did ſo. For the 


able Event, as performed by che 80n himſelf; 
but 1 declares. that the Father did 
ALually raiſe. him up 4 om the dead, either 
immedately by Himiclf, or ny pn 55 che 
5 BAT 2515 0.14 ,2995; ! 
| For Iſt. St. Peter 170 this, A i. 23, 
„26. And St. Paul, Gall. .. 
e St. Paul intimates the Apoſtles how 


be falſe Witneſſes of God, if he had abt raiſed x 


—__ Chriſt. 1 C. *. age! of 1 
tk . The Apoſtle's reaſoning „ind this 
Relurreion to be performed by the Father. 


Eph. i. 17, 19, 20. Wat — * our 
Lond Feſus Cbrift— accord coorking 0 
bis mighty Power, which 2 11. b 25 
nba He raiſed dum from the dead, and fot 2717 
' at lis own right hand, &c. 2 Cor. iv. *_ Gal. 


The Ancients aſcribed this inert mt = 
to God the Father. = 


Ireneus ; 5 


Een 0 — — cy 
roi 25a bpwo ay, far broxyops: and. $ 4: eee, 
v 84 uνον⁰⁰,ẽ- of 6 dec, d r at Veſt 
at, æblos eos "fs nYape Xech any rahpiayey as 
| Te 1x Tos vo. e 363 260 35 
\ Terrull, adv. Marcion. L 3 4 gears 
ult. a Ne 2. p. 0 martha you F. 
Jo Ci ©3016 25 Ar 


, eq yραö⁰u, v0 ra Ipos aule rio yapCes' 
tterou, ov r ef Ne ſcor refuse, oy! 
s VER; 
I don't recbdiaber! 4 2 angle Paſſage, where the 
RefurreQtion of our bleſſed Savior is aſcribed by 
the Fathers to . as the immediate Au- 
thor of if. 
But after all, if any one inſiſt upon the Fu 
ture Verb, ey, John it. 19. render d IT uill 
raiſe up, as an Evidence that our Lord intend- 
ed to predict what He would do, and not barely 
to expreſs what He could do, 1 deſire him . 
turely to conſider, 
2 That = erbt expreſing 
future equently denote an Ability 
of doing that Action, rather than the Bite 


9. Ex. iv. 14. 1 Sam. xxviii. 2. 2 Sam. Aix. 
36. Jab v. 12 xii. 2, 13. 1 18. 


Prov. xx. 9. YL xlix. 15. "Js v. 22. Mat. 
| xi, 9 


„ — —— f. 2675 Avchinks ie 
Abfurdity for the Son rer eupar, rep r Gwe? 


an: Ackim ain 1 | | 


Futarity of it. See Gen, xvi. _ 1 Kings iii. 


2. The 


n 2 


1.26. The Jews ſeen have u 
our bleſſed Lord. Jabrii- 2 20⁰ Aer 
conceive that He was abie to rebuild t 
ple in the ſpace of three Days, which had been 
forty ſix Vears in building. "a 

And what the falſe Witneſſes expreſs by sa- 5 
raοο9 and onoSopnoe, I will deſiroy,' and 1 
will. build, Mark xiv. 58. is in St. Matthew, 
Suraprat Lone —ce: orxodojenTeu, 1 am 
able to defiroy——and build, &c. : 

If this was a real Prediction, it wind: cer- 
0 have been accompliſhed; and if it had 
been accompliſhed, it had dopwhuleſs been „ 
lated. 

Is it likely, that if our bleſſed rd bad told 
the Jews he would certainly raiſe himſelf, Tab, 
11. 19. the Apoſtles ſhould conſtantly tell them 
in their Sermons, that the Father raiſed him; 
that is, (as the Jews muſt underſtand Wenn 
that he did not raiſe himſelf? 

Is it likely, that if the Apoſtles remembered 
our Savior had told them, he would actually 
raiſe himſelf, Job. ii. 22. they would never 
once have informed the ſucceeding Chriſtians, 
that he really did ſo; but on the contrary, have 
frequently taught them that his F ther raiſed 
bim, and even have argued on that Suppoliyn? 
Eph. i. 17 „20. 1 Pet, 1. 217 5 
_ [86 hit it does not appear, it ever entered i in- 
to the Apoſtles thoughts, that their Maſter 

raiſed himſelf, nor do they cm menue 2 


as a paſt F *. „ © 4: 
* 3 * . : ; 
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1 is e 7 1% 
the dead, and i 
: | 55 'Pather, © 


II. Gur Lord Ie FREY as as Jul in 
the final Judgment, is no Evidence of 9 
: the ſupreme God. 
© From ſuckTexts as Rom. xiv. 10. 4 Gor. v. 

10. which repteſent our Savior as the univer- 
fat Judge, ſome argue, that He'mult be Ge 
becauſe the Proceſs of that Daprequites Powers _ 
N to what any, Ke can Wines 8 


3 * 
* £ . * 


wing and the 2 Se As 
1 41 11 Hat Gap wil judge the Bead, of 'by 
that Man, whom he has Bing, AFs yn. 
3 T. and that C will judge the Secrets of Men 
by Jeſus Chriſt, bo 11, 16. 

We know indeed that God hall 5 Perjen, 
no one, but has committed F thank . 
2 John v. 22. and tis 8 our Lor 3 

* Wi a large Revenne of Glo Fg that. £ 

account for HHEoncut has the Father COn-, 
fert d on the Son, That all Men ſhould Bonour 

the sen as r honour 855 F ather, v ver. 23. a 
ar 


2 70 | 
Our Savior's 


= his Office are 

evident from 's Fl ather' 5 EG him to the 
diſcharge of it 3 but from the Father's appoint- 
ing the Son to execute it, we may infer, . that 
properly Divine Powers are not requiſite to the _ 
Execution of it. For the Son is inferior to the 


Father, and therefare not Cod. 


But ſhould any one yet imagine that t the Ho- 


nour with which Chriſt is inveſted, is equal to 


the Father's, He may be convinced of his Miſ- 


take by king himſelf, Whether a Judge in an 
Human Aſſixe has a right to the fame or equal 


Honour with the King, who Nase him his 


Commiſſion? And, is not the Reſpect paid to 


a Judge on the Bench, founded on the Royal 


Commiſſion under which he as? 
The only Inference then that can juſtly be 


_ drawn from the Father s committing all Judg- 
mould ho- | 
nour him as dell as the Father, not, that they 
ſhould honour him as much as the Father. 
FJobn v. 23. For a delegated Authority can 


ment to the Son, is, that all Men 


never command equal Reſpect with that from 
whence i it is derived. 

Nie to the uſe of the Particle wall, fre Dr. 
„„ 201... 2 
Rants de Eccl. Theol. I. 2. c. 7. p. 11 1. 1 


referring to Jobn v. 22, 23. Jiappucd ur apa = 
5 Neves ria ab lor, ue hb Tos Tpopylais, 
Mn ou os Tots EYYENUT TRAN, ale r rh 
rapæ Hedi Ja xa (NR, TPOTNKE! Mor 
rer der % R e Elypo . n 


E. x; Toy. you Tec tee u. 1 i 55 * 2 


act like Men, that are accountable for: the uſo 
of their Reaſonable Powers? Let thein oy ex- 


of it; and not ſuffer themſelves to be hu 


1 Nor 8 


What remains, but Baer my to 


amine the Scripture- Revelation, and judge for 
themſelyes whether i its Pretenſions . 11 ivine 
Authority are juſt or no: and then let them 


explain its Contents in a conſiſtency with it 
alf and the divine Perfections of its Author. 


Thus Faith will follow their Underſtanding, : 
which at firſt is the more natural Order, after- 
wards indeed the Underſtanding maybe opened 
and dilated by the humble and gradual _— 
ſion of revealed Truths. And this perhaps . 


be St, Auſtin's Meaning, tho expreſſ 2 


what unhappily. $7 non potes intelligere, crede 


| ut intelligas. Pracedit Fides, 77 Intel. 


lectus; quoniam f 


| 2 dictt, v redideritis, 
nom intelligetis... 5 


vii. 9. W col, 


4 D. 


The more important the Subject of this Pic : 
cones may ſcem, the rather ſhould my ſerious 
Readers endeavour to make themſelves Maſters 


away with the Authority of great Names, 3 
we Ancient or Modern, nor: hyaſſed by 4 


Education, Cuſtom or Jatereſt, to ſatisfy them . 


ſelves with their png Attainments. © 
Let us all dilig 


RN 


ently: read our Bibles, N 
d with God and out 
mT” 4 4 2 | 5 „ % les, 


8 27 N 1 fk +> 


ces of his Flo 


damn and an ra for. a os 
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